looking so 
thoughtful an 
glum: 


A. It just migh 
be because in 


candidate wa 
| beaten by 
the BNP! 


The Kinnock conversion: 
party politics revert to type 


Labour leader Neil Kinnock is currently 
taking a great deal of stick from both the Tory 
press and the diehards in his own party for the 
new Labour policy document in which most 
of the former left-wing shibboleths have been 
discarded, and which amounts to a neatly 
wrapped-up package of goodies not markedly 
distinguishable from Thatcherite Toryism. 

But why should Mr. Kinnock’s about-turns 
on a number of issues — unilateral nuclear 
disarmament, nationalisation and the market 
economy, to mention three — be a matter for 
such surprise? Neil Kinnock is, after all, a 
party politician. He desperately wants to be 
Prime Minister and his chief associates 
desperately want to be members of a future 
government. There really is nothing whatever 
remarkable or exceptionable about their 
action in tailoring their manifesto to suit such 
an aim. All manifestos drawn up in pursuit of 
power within the party game of ‘democracy’ 
are in fact products of the same kind of 
thinking. The Tories would do exactly the 
same as Kinnock has done were they placed in 
a similar position of finding that certain key 
party policies were liable to be electorally 
damaging. 

Mr. Kinnock did, however, speak in tones 
of the most glaring humbug when, in answer 
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to a question from a journalist on this matter, 
he said that to follow the wishes of the 
electorate is only to conform to the principles 
of ‘democracy’. What the Labour leader has 
in fact done is follow what he perceives to be 
some of the wishes of the electorate as they 
have been indicated in recent published 
opinion polls. There remain certain other 
wishes of the electorate that neither Mr. 
Kinnock nor any other party leader will 
follow — because they are wishes not in 
accordance with the consensus of the all- 
powerful ‘liberal establishment’. One of them 
is that capital punishment be restored. 
Another is that there be a proper ban on 
further non-white immigration. If Mr. 
Kinnock was to be true to his professed faith 
in the workings of ‘democracy’, he would 
heed the popular will on these matters as on 
others, but of course he will not. Although a 
change of policy on the death penalty and 
immigration would be electorally popular, 
they would offend certain mighty interests 
which Neil knows he must not offend. Labour 
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BENDING BEFORE THE WIND 
Kinnock (on right) and his Deputy Roy 
Hattersley at the launch of the new-look 

Labour manifesto 


policy on these issues will therefore continue 
to be at odds with the wishes of most of the 
voters. Mr. Kinnock and his Labour gang are 
hypocrites of the first order. 


Nuclear nonsense 


Of course, Kinnock cannot entirely ditch 
the thinking of his anti-nuclear faction — if he 
were to do this in one jump, the Labour Party 
might fall apart, or at least lose some of its 
most dedicated street activists. Neil therefore 
has adopted a policy on nuclear defence 
which is a classic fudge of the issue. It is 
stated that Labour’s aim is the eventual 
banning of nuclear weapons by all nations but 
that Britain should not get rid of her own 
nuclear weapons before this happens. 
Anyone with a grain of sense knows of course 
that the prospect of all nations dispensing 
with nuclear weapons is about as practical as 
that of the moon turning into cream cheese. 
Therefore the abandonment by Britain of its 
nuclear capability simply is not an option 
under any circumstances. An honest political 
leader would state this in no uncertain terms, 
but of course Mr. Kinnock is not an honest 
political leader. 

On the other hand, we should not be 
dragooned into imagining that Tory policy 
leaves us any the more secure where nuclear 
defence is concerned. Although Britain 
retains the know-how and capacity to make 
her own nuclear weapons, our existing 
nuclear defences as they are today boil down, 
in effective terms, to the Polaris and Trident 
missiles, both made in and supplied by 
America. Tory nuclear defence policy is 
therefore a policy of having Britain defended 
by consent of America and in a manner 
dependent on America. In view of the 
divergence between present US policy and 
true British national interests, this amounts, 
realistically, to no defence at all. 


No political party can claim to stand for the 
effective nuclear defence of Britain unless 
this defence means Britain’s possession of her 
own nuclear weapons, supplied by British 
factories. Such represents the policy of the 
British National Party. It does not represent 
the policies of any of the parties currently 
with seats in parliament. 


Maggie’s Euro double-speak 


The saga of Mrs. Thatcher’s battle with the 
arch-Eurocrats continues, with the Prime 
Minister declaring last month that she would 
use everything within her power to prevent 
the European Commission imposing on 
Britain its newly unveiled ‘workers’ charter’, 
under which there would be obligatory 
worker participation in decision-making in 
major industrial concerns. 

It is not often that this magazine declares 
Mrs. Thatcher to be right, but right she most 
certainly is in her contention that this scheme 
for worker-participation is a nonsense which 
will only add to industry’s costs and make 
industry less .effective. We have always 
maintained that, if any specific industrial 
concern judges that it should allow workers to 
sit on its management board, that is a matter 
for it to decide; and the same should apply in 
the case of workers sharing in the profits of 
the concern in question — a much more 
practical and reasonable proposition but one 
which, nevertheless, each company is best 
fitted to adopt or reject itself. What is absurd 
is the idea that government should impose 
such practices on all of industry, irrespective 
of the differing circumstances and needs 
which distinguish one firm from another, and 
one section of industry from another. Looked 
at within the limited context of this particular 
argument, the Prime Minister’s position is 
indeed the correct one. 

But with Mrs. Thatcher the issue does not 
end there. Her opposition to the ‘workers’ 
charter’ concept is merely a reflection of her 
broader opposition to the whole idea of 
government regulating industrial policy. 
Mrs. Thatcher, as we know, favours the idea 
that industry and commerce should be 
virtually sovereign in all matters, and not 
subject to the restraints of government in the 
wider interest. There she is wrong. She has 
contemptuously used the term ‘corporatism’, 
but in fact corporatism in itself by no means a 
bad thing, in so far as it means that the whole 
of a nation’s economic life should be co- 
ordinated by some power standing above 
economics in order that it may be harmonised 
to the achievement of national economic 
success. We would oppose corporatism in as 
much as it is imposed on Britain by the 
European bureaucracy, but we should not 
object to a purely national corporatism carried 
out by British Government for the co-ordin- 
ation of industry in Britain. 

But above and beyond any questions 
affecting the economy, Mrs. Thatcher’s 
posture of opposition to the dictates of 
Brussels is entirely inconsistent with her 
claim to be a ‘good European’ (indeed, *‘the 
best European of all,’’ according to her own 
estimate of herself). Right from the start, the 
Prime Minister has made ‘herself a willing 
party. to the process of increasing British 
submersion in Europe, and as part of this 


supported the Single European Act endorsed 
by parliament only a short time ago. From the 
very beginning of the Common Market in the 
1950s, it has been clear that every road within 
this Market leads to the progressive 
integration of the European nations within 
one European super-state, with a European 
super-government. This magazine has 
opposed this development right from the 
start, and has stood always for independent 
British nationhood, with Britain friendly 
towards, but not integrated within, Europe. 
Nevertheless, we can at least respect the 
consistency of pro-Marketeers like Edward 
Heath, who have generally been true to their 
own principles as Europeans, and as such 
have accepted the full implications of the 
policies for which they have always stood. 
We cannot, on the other hand, respect the 
likes of Mrs. Thatcher, who have wanted, all 
too often, to have their cake and eat it, who 
have declared their overall support for British 
membership of the EEC but at the same time 
attempted, again and again, to strike poses of 
‘nationalism’ whereby they have maintained 
a pretence of standing for British indepen- 
dence. In fact, the two things are mutually 
exclusive. Britain cannot be a member of the 
EEC and at the same time retain either 
‘independence’ or any meaningful degree of 
nationhood. She must choose between one 
and the other. We choose nationhood and 
independence; the Edward Heaths of this 
world choose integration into Europe and the 
loss of effective nationhood. Very well — we 
each know where we stand. Mrs. Thatcher, 
on the other hand, wants to make a firm 
choice of neither. She seeks to continue to 
win the applause of nationally minded people 
in Britain by waving the Union Jack but she 
wants at the same time to be considered, in 
her own words, ‘‘the best European of them 
all.’” Such a posture deserves no respect. 

For those who do not like the way the 
European Community is shaping up, there is 
only one course that is logical, consistent and 
at the same time honest: it is to support 
Britain’s complete withdrawal from the 
Community and her pursuit of genuine 
national independence. This has always been 
the policy of Spearhead and the British 
National Party that it supports. 


EEC not ‘European’ 


Notwithstanding all that we have said on 
the subject, it is still a fact that ‘Europeanism’ 
retains some appeal among many of the best 
elements of the British people. We believe 
that at the root of this is a fundamental 
misconception as to the true nature and 
purpose of the European Community. 

Somehow, in the minds of many the EEC is 
identified with the solidarity of the European 
peoples, European culture and European 
civilisation in the face of the rest of the world. 
The true reality is vastly different, and one 
recent news report is enough to illustrate why. 

One of the planned rulings by the Brussels 
bureaucracy is that the right of all the 320 
millions presently resident in Europe to move 
to any other part of Europe should be 
extended to all of their relatives and 
dependents. 

It means that foreigners from anywhere in 
the world who want to séttle in Europe only 


have to show some kind of family link with 
someone already settled here to be able to 
gain entry. 

The prospects that such a ruling offers to 
scores of millions of non-Europeans overseas 
are simply staggering. 

Apart from the vast number of people of 
non-European descent now resident in 
Britain, there are millions more in West 
Germany, France and the other European 
countries. Shortly, Turkey will be joining the 
EEC and that will add forty-odd million more 
who will have the right to settle anywhere 
they like in Europe, including here. There is 
also talk of Morocco coming in too! 

Without any doubt, this is going to mean 
more immigrants of unassimilable cultures 
coming into Britain. 

So the reality is that the European 
Community is not in fact European at all. Nor 
are the intentions of those who run it in any 
way connected with the interests of the 
European peoples. 

There is an alternative Europe which could 
replace the madness known as the Common 
Market, and this is a Europe to which we 
could wholeheartedly subscribe. 

It is a Europe of sovereign nations, each 
governing its own affairs and each maintain- 
ing its separate economy, but all collabor- 
ating together in those specific fields where 
Europeans have a common interest. 

And this would be a Europe not limited to 
the geographical boundaries of the European 
Continent. It would be a Europe extending 
across the oceans to wherever people of 
European stock live. It would be a concept of 
Europe that would not oblige us in Britain to 
sever our ties with our kindred in the White 
Commonwealth but would permit us to give 
preferential entry, as we did in the past, to 
their exports of minerals and food. Similarly, 
other European nations would be free to build 
whatever ethnic ties they saw fit with 
communities outside Europe — the French, 
for instance, with French Canada or the 
Spanish, if they wished, with certain parts of 
Latin America. 

And this Europe — a far greater Europe 
than the present one — would unite in one 
overriding cause: the need to defend the 
frontiers of all countries of European 
pedigree against immigration from the races 
ot the non-European world. With this would 
naturally come the complimentary cause of 
the defence of our common European culture 
— against the cultures of Africa and Asia. 

This is the Europe that is the great alter- 
native to the Common Market. It is the 
Europe in which we believe. It is the only 
kind of Europe that could be true to itself and 
to its history. 


Who is sovereign here? 


According to The Sunday Times (May 
14th), “‘American ‘anti-terror agents’ will 
soon patrol Britain’s airports, despite protests 
from the British Government. 

‘‘The Americans,’’ the report continued, 
‘‘have overruled complaints from Paul 
Channon, the Transport Secretary, that the 
plan infringes British sovereignty and that 
intelligence gathering at UK airports is a job 
for the British authorities.”’ 

Explanations please, Mrs. Thatcher? 
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THE THATCHER DECADE: THE 
REVOLUTION THAT WASN'T 


A mere tinkering at the works should not, says JOHN 
TYNDALL, be confused with true radical change 


MASS MEDIA CONTROL places in the 
hands of those fortunate enough to exercise 


it an infinite variety of means for popular 


deception and myth-making. Indeed, it 
makes possible the entire rewriting of the 
history of an epoch, so that that which 
never happened can be made to appear an 
event of such certainty as to be beyond 
reasonable dispute. This is how it has been 
with many non-occurrences of the past 
half-century. 

The process is of course assisted by the new 
extremes of human credulity that have now 
been reached in this age of mass-media 
conditioning. After all, if nearly everyone on 
television says it is so, and all the newspapers 
say it is so, who is the ordinary individual to 
protest that it is not so? A lie has a way of 
assuming a kind of automatic authenticity 
once it graduates to a certain size, for it is 
beyond the comprehension of the masses that 
sO many voices of eminence could be 
propounding it if it were not actually true. In 
this way, the fantasies of the middle and late 
20th century have become facts, the suppos- 
itions have become realities, the hallucin- 
ations have become confirmed events. 

Thus have millions of people in Britain, 
and overseas, been convinced that the Gov- 
ernment of Mrs. Thatcher, ten years old last 
month, has ushered in a change in national 
affairs that amounts to something ‘revolut- 
ionary’. Indeed, the “Thatcher Revolution’ 
has become so much part of current parlance 
that scarcely anyone questions it. Supporters 
and opponents of the Prime Minister mouth 
the phrase with equal acceptance; the 
revolution may be good or bad according to 
your point of view, but one thing it cannot be 
is denied. 

It is at these moments that we need to step 
back a little, insulate our ears and our minds 
against the fashionable clamour of the 
moment and recover our faculty for seeing 
things in proper focus. When we do this, we 
will recognise that what is being hailed as a 
revolution is no revolution at all! 


WHAT IS A REVOLUTION? 


A revolution occurs when there is a truly 
fundamental change in the way of doing 
things, not merely a minor adjustment. In 
political terms, a revolution, additionally, 
cannot be said to have taken place unless it 
involves a radical alteration in human values 
and goals, and, most importantly, a genuine 
changeover of power. 

The latter factor is vital to any revolut- 
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ionary process. Great changes in fields other 
than politics may simply come when common 
sense dictates that they need to come, or when 
some new development, such as a dramatic 
new technological discovery, fundamentally 
alters the boundaries of what is humanly 
possible. In this way, the inventions of 
gunpowder, flight and nuclear energy may be 
said to have brought about revolutions. 
Political revolutions, on the other hand, 
require more than just a commonsense 
realisation of the need for them, or the arrival 
of some innovation not previously available. 
They require that those forces standing in the 
way of revolution have been overthrown. 
Every political revolution will affect some 


Cardboard reformer 


hitherto existing power structure, which 
power structure, ipso facto will have an 
interest in preventing it. Political revolutions 
occur when one power structure falls and is 
replaced by another; very rarely do they ever 
do so in any other circumstances. Sometimes 
those controlling an existing power structure 
may sense that not all is well between 
themselves and those they rule, and they will 
therefore attempt to buy off the ruled by a few 
cosmetic reforms which are intended to give 
the impression that things are changing for the 
better. That, however, does not remotely 
constitute a revolution. 

It is not revolutionary merely when one 
individual vacates office and hands that office . 
Over to another, nor even when this 
changeover takes place between different 
political parties. It is not revolutionary merely 
when the succeeding individual or party 
brings to bear certain new ideas or styles of 
leadership. If it were, almost every change of 
government would constitute a revolution. 

As long as each prime minister, and 
governing party, work within basically the 
same framework of political institutions as 
existed previously, and are subject to the 
same underlying constraints imposed by 
those forces which command real power 
inside those institutions, there is no change 
that, by the wildest stretch of imagination, 
can be described as revolutionary. 

And as long as the society being governed 
remains one inspired by the same funda- 
mental values and spiritual goals, neither is 
there any change that can truthfully be called 


revolutionary. 
Institutions may well become subject to a 
degree of internal ‘shake-up’ — a ‘new 


broom’, in some people’s description. There 
may be massed sackings from within and 
massed recruitings from without. They may 
be new procedures and new rules. There may 
be a new coat of paint on the exterior. There 
may be new furnishings of the interior. But 
none of this amounts to a revolution. 

The mass of people might, in the pursuit of 
their goals, develop new attitudes, a new 
‘enterprise’ — if you like. They may work 
harder and develop greater ambition. But this 
in itself is not a revolution. 


THE ‘ENTERPRISE CULTURE’ 

As an example of what is meant here, let us 
take a closer look at the Thatcherite concept 
of an ‘enterprise culture’. Here we are 
intended to see a fundamental change — from 
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a society in which people expected the state to 
take care of them into one in which they are 
encouraged to go out and acquire, by their 
own efforts, the means to take care of 
themselves, in which they would use their 
own initiative, combined with greater 
individual effort, to achieve the ‘good life’. 

But how much of a real change is this? Has 
not such a philosophy been a central part of 
Tory thinking for many decades, indeed 
generations, before Thatcher? All that the 
present Prime Minister has done has been to 
pursue that basic idea to perhaps further 
lengths than any Conservative premier or 
government within recent memory. This is 
not a change of direction, but only an 
acceleration of speed in a long-established 
direction. 

It certainly contrasts with Labour attitudes 
towards the pursuit of the ‘good life’, but only 
in the same sense as Conservatism always has 
done. Whilst one stresses the value of 
individual enterprise in that pursuit, the other 
stresses the value of co-operative action, of 
the members of society doing more to help 
each other and the state doing more to help 
all. So what is new? Where is the revolution? 
All that there is is a greater hardening of very 
traditional party attitudes. 

And even this difference disappears when 
we examine exactly what this ‘good life’ is as 
seen by both sides. It is a life dedicated 
essentially to the acquisition of material 
benefits, of comfort, of security and of 
individual happiness, a life governed by 
essentially selfish ethics tempered by concern 
for others only within a person’s immediate 
circle of family, or at the most friends. 


Politics within such a society become merely - 


an auction in which the coveted article of an 
electoral majority goes to the party that can 
offer the highest price in terms of promises of 
these material goodies. 

And if there is any diversion from pleasures 
that are purely material, this lies in the 
provision of more and more childish amuse- 
ments from out of the bottomless pit of a 
debased culture, so as to spare the multitude 
the hard labour of spiritually creative 
endeavour and socially responsible thought. 

So when we see that these basic goals for, 
the people, as pursued by the Tories, Labour 
and the other Westminster parties, albeit 
sometimes by varied methods, are exactly the 
same underneath, we must ask: where is the 
revolution? 


NEW GOALS NEEDED 


There will only be a revolution when we 
live in a society that sets goals tor the people 
altogether different from these that have been 
analysed, goals for the betterment of the 
nation — indeed goals that must begin by 
ensuring the nation’s very survival; goals for 
the furtherance of the race — quantitatively 
and, above all, qualitatively; goals for the 
ennoblement of the race’s culture rather than 
its reduction to the level of the retarded and 
the moronic; goals for the attainment of 


a higher spritual and biological order; heroic 
and uplifting goals, able to call from the 
individual dedication to a higher entity than 
mere self. 

This does not mean a total unconcern for 
goals of material betterment, particularly 
where there is undeserved material 
deprivation. Nor does it mean that we should 
suppose that we can so alter human nature as 
to make the individual entirely indifferent to 
questions of self-interest and self-improve- 
ment; we are not perfect enough for that. 

But it does mean that material betterment, 
beyond that which is necessary to good health 
and reasonable comfort and security, should 
be seen as less than the highest priority, and 
that pursuit of individual self-interest should 
be channelled in a way harmonious to the 
national and racial good. 

Within this concept there is a role for 
individual enterprise — certainly; but it is far 
from the Thatcher ideal of the individual as a 
self-satisfying entity, with obligations only to 
his own limitless private ambition. 

There is also a role for state action in the 
service of the collective welfare, but always 
in pursuit of the greater goals for nation and 
race mentioned earlier, rather than the petty 
goals of material comfort and adolescent 
pleasure. 

But talk to the representatives of the 
Westminster parties in language such as this 
and they will look blankly at you with a 
uniform incomprehension, as if you are 
speaking in the language of another planet. In 
this they will of course reveal the common 
thread that runs through their thinking, 
irrespective of their various party allegiances 
and minor ideological disputes. You will, you 
see, be speaking to them of something that is 
truly revolutionary, and you may be sure that 
they would close ranks in mutual hatred 
against it — the hatred which always greets 
that which challenges, and therefore affronts, 
minds of such puny calibre. 


THE ECONOMY 


The same sleight-of-hand image of a 
‘revolution’ has been attempted in the 
portrayal of the Thatcherite measures in the 
realm of the British economy. Again. where a 
revolution has been popularly supposed. 
there has been no revolution at all. 

Such reforms as the Thatcher Government 
has attempted to introduce into Britain's 
economic policy have merely been gear- 
changes in pursuit of economic goals that 
existed long before Thatcher and which 
indeed were not even confined to Conserv- 
ative Governments. These economic goals 
have been conditioned by common accept- 
ance of an established economic system and 
framework that have not altered in the 
slightest. 

The framework is that of the ‘world 
economy’ — as distinct from independent 
national economies: a world economy in 
which its is presumed that Britain can only 
exist by laying herself open to whatever 
draught happens at any time to be blowing 


THE CITY 
Almost a sovereign state in its own right, it 
dictates to government what Britain’s 
economic policy will be. Only when the 
City is brought firmly under government 
control can we be said to have undergone a 
proper revolution 


forth on the global stage, in which we can 
only survive by a massive volume of exports 
— far beyond that that is required to pay for 
the import of articles we cannot produce at 
home, a world economy in which capital 
knows no national boundaries or national 
loyalties but may, like a flock of migrating 
birds, take itself wherever the momentary 
climate seems to be the most favourable. 

In such an economy, millions may be flung 
onto the dole in Britain if British consumers 
find that they can buy mechanical goods made 
in the Orient at a cheaper price than those 
made in Glasgow or Birmingham. In such an 
economy, the money that British people are. 
permitted to have in their pockets to consume 
what they produce is conditional on current 
interest rates in New York, Frankfurt or 
Tokyo. 

In the field of economic policy, the sole 
argument between politicians and parties over 
the past century or so has been an argument 
about how best to survive within this world 
economy. Mrs. Thatcher has differed with the 
others only in as much as she wishes to expose 
Britain to the winds of the world trade war in 
goods and money even more totally than in 
the past. In fact, she is only continuing a 
policy followed faithfully by her predecessors 
but pursuing it to ever greater lengths and 
extremes. The result, as we have seen, is the 
virtual obliteration of British manufacturing 
industry. But let not Labourites or ‘wet’ 
Tories condemn Mrs. Thatcher for this — she 
is only continuing a process which they 
started. 

An economic revolution will take place 
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THE THATCHER DECADE: THE 


REVOLUTION THAT WASN'T 
(Contd. from prev. page) 


when, and only when, Britain opts to take 
proper control of her economic destiny — by 
rejecting the idea of the ‘world economy’ and 
building a national economy in its place. In 
such an economy there will of course be a 
place for international trade — but only to the 
extent necessary to pay for essential imports. 
Britain will regard both her amenities of 
producation and her mechanism of exchange 
as national resources, to be kept in national 
hands and used for national purposes. She 
will regard the provision of work for all her 
people as being of greater importance than the 
rules of the ‘free market’. Government will 
take hold of the nation’s money and adapt it to 
the possibilities of national production and 
the needs of national consumption. The City 
will cease to be a sovereign power in its own 
right, free from the restraints of government, 
but will become, like every other institution 
within Britain, a national utility subordinate 
to the nation’s political will and harnessed to 
national needs. 

Above all, an economic revolution will 
only meaningfully take place when we have a 
government prepared to make itself the 
master of all economic forces within the 
nation, and govern and regulate those forces 
as it is supposed to govern and regulate every 
other aspect of the nation’s affairs. 


THE ‘RACE EQUALITY’ MYTH 

One change in policy by a modern British 
Government which would come close to 
being revolutionary in nature would be a 
forthright and uncompromising challenge to 
the ‘race equality’ myth and the network of 
powerful lobbies and pressure groups within 
the country that have an interest in that myth 
being sustained. No such challenge has of 
course been mounted, and we know with 
certainty that it will not be mounted in the 
future — at least by Mrs. Thatcher’s Tories. 
For to challenge this myth would be to 
challenge one of the foremost pillars in the 
established power structure earlier described. 
Despite the fact that there have been, within 
the time of the present Government, abundant 
developments on the national scene which 
blow the myth to kingdom-come, every 
national institution, every faction within the 
pale of ‘acceptable’ political opinion, every 
educational medium and every organ of mass 
communication must continue to ignore the 
evidence of the past decade and remain 
committed to the maintenance of this 
hallowed falsehood. As with the economy, 
the differences between the leading parties 
consist only of differences as to how to make 
the established system work — in this case 
the established system meaning the multi- 
racial society. 


The Thatcher Government, just in order to - 


keep up the pretence that it is sensitive to 
grass roots. public opinion among the 
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indigenous British majority, has applied a 
few cosmetic changes to previously existing 
legislation affecting the right of entry of 
immigrants to Britain, and this has resulted in 
the occasional individual case of prohibited 
ingress which, built up to ludicrous 
proportions by the media, has enabled some 
to say that the Thatcher Government is 
actually ‘racist’ — a charge so laughable as to 
be beyond serious consideration. Notwith- 


standing these odd sob-stories which provoke: 


angry hysterics among Mrs. T’s opponents on 
the left — and therefore dog-like grunts of 
approval from her supporters in the shires and 
suburbs, the multi-racial nonsense continues. 
Non-white immigrants still pour in. The non- 
white birthrate still far exceeds the white, and 
consequently the portion of our population 
comprising  Afro-Asian stock rises 
inexorably. 

So, as in so many areas of national life, 
there is no revolution; there is only a tinkering 
with the works while the machinery grinds on 
just as before. 


THE MEDIA 

Mrs. Thatcher and her supporters are 
frequently angry with television, and 
with the BBC in particular. During the last 
ten years of Thatcher Government there have 
been regular expressions of outrage at the 
biased reporting of TV journalists, notably in 
the case of programmes like ‘Maggie’s 
Militant Tendency’, ‘At the Edge of the 
Union’ and ‘Death on the Rock’. The same 
outrage greeted TV films like “The Monocled 
Mutineer’. Apoplexy at Central Office is a 
recurring phenomenon’ where _leftishly 
slanted products of the silver screen are 
concerned. 

But, after a decade of Mrs. Thatcher, what 
has actually been done to wrest control of TV 
and the other media from the all-powerful 
leftist-liberal establishment? In a_ word, 
nothing. Yet we can speak of a revolution 
occurring in this country only when there is a 
fundamental change of power and control 
over Broadcasting House and the other organs 
by which British public opinion is everyday 
being duped and brainwashed. No such 
change is remotely contemplated. The 
colonels out in the sticks can hurrumph their 
protests; the feather-hatted 
garden fetes can speak of *‘those awful BBC 
people:”’ the nation’s premier broadcasting 
institution will carry on as before — until a 
government comes along with the courage 
and the will to take it by the scruff of the neck 
and turn it inside out, firing from its studios 
and offices all the reds, pinks, liberals, inter- 
ationalists and one-worlders, miscegenators 
and race traitors, poofters and lesbians, 
feminists, abortionists, junkies, art ‘trendies’ 
and other social and national pests that 
presently run amok there. ; 


SMALL RIPPLES 


Looking back over the past ten years, the 
overwhelming impression one receives is that 
of a great deal of flurry, calculated to give the 


ladies at the 


impression that there is change here, and 
change there, while in the essential matters 
there is no real change at all. The privatisation 
of numerous public services is presented as a 
‘revolution’, whereas it is nothing of the kind. 
Certain minor reforms to iron out the more 
glaring abuses in our education system are 
presented as a ‘revolution’, whereas they too 
are nothing of the kind. Reforms in the legal 
system, aimed at making solicitors eligible to 
perform court-advocacy roles presently 
limited to barristers are hailed as ‘revolut- 
ionary’. Health Minister Clarke’s attempt to 
introduce ‘free market’ principles into the 
Health Service are given the same appell- 
ation. And so it goes on. The timetable of 
parliament is stretched to the limit with a 
welter of new legislation — all designed to 
give the impression that dynamic changes are 
on the agenda. But these changes amount to 
nothing anywhere near a true revolution in 
Britain. They leave all the most important 
sacred cows unviolated and all the most 
deeply rooted institutions untouched. They 
challenge none of the great ‘liberal’ super- 
stitions and dare raise none of the great 
‘liberal’ taboos. They leave real power just as 
it was before. To describe all this hustle and 
bustle as a ‘revolution’ is to debase the 
language. 

A revolution is going to have to come in 
Britain, most assuredly. But it will not be the 
Government of Mrs. Thatcher, or any other 
government emerging from the present 
parliamentary gang, that will carry it out. It 
will be a revolution forged by entirely new 
political forces, at present not represented at 
Westminster. It will be a revolution which 
will bring to British politics an entirely new 
type of man, as remote from the present breed 
as if the two belonged to wholly different 
worlds. We will be that revolution, not Mrs. 
Thatcher. And we will carry out changes in 
British politics, the British economy and 
British society that will shake this country to 
its very foundations. 

If there is any caste-iron test of what 
represents a revolutionary force, it is the 
response to it by those entrenched powers 
whose interest it is to keep things as they are. 
By this test, Thatcherism is but a small ripple. 
on the placid waters of the old order in 
Britain. By the same test, we, and we alone, 
are the revolution that is to come. The 
impassioned hatred with which our name is 
spoken, the violent reaction to us in the 
meeting halls and in the streets, the frenzied 
prosecutions against our leaders and the 
desperate conspiracy to prevent us being 
heard — all these things confirm our claim to 
be the real radicals of the future. 
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APOCRYPHAL OR NOT? 


As the West Germans threaten to upset the NATO 
applecart, we employ a little fantasy in search of historical 


fact 


The time: January 1945. Hitler's armies are 
everywhere on the retreat, beaten by 
overwhelmingly superior odds. The forces 
of the Soviets and the Western Allies are 
closing in on Germany. The telephone 
rings in an office in the Kremlin, and a 
familiar voice comes on the line... 


**Hi, Joe! This is FDR. Just thought I’d 
give you a ring and have a word about the 
agenda for Yalta next month. I’m sure 
looking forward to meeting you.”’ 

**Mr. President! How are you? I’ve heard 
you haven't been so well lately.” 

‘Oh, surviving. I’m sure I'll benefit from 
that nice Crimean air of yours. Say, what I’m 
ringing about is — well, we oughta have 
worked out in advance what we're gonna 
decide at the big conference. The world’s 
press are gonna be there. We wanna be able to 
present them with a nice packaged agree- 
ment, show them that we allies are of one 
single resolve, that we're united in the way 
we see the post-war world shaping up.” 

**What have you in mind?” 

“Well, we're pretty near having Hitler 
licked — right?” 

“Right.” 

**So, what matters now is what's gonna 
come after. You know, you’n me — we can 
rule the world between us. You thoughta 
that?” 

“*[ have thought of it.” 

**And when we're gone the Soviet Union 
and the United States can still keep control — 
by the same methods.”” 

““T’ve thought of that too.” 

‘After all, the differences between us — 
they ‘re really only on the surface, aren't they” 
Everyone thinks we're very different, 
because we look that way. But you and | 
know otherwise, don't we?” 

ere. 

“Well, I’ve been talking with Bernie 
Baruch — you know, the guy our Ambass- 
ador told you about. I just couldn't do without 
Bernie. He's a mine of great ideas: every 
time I’ve followed his advice it’s been to my 
benefit. You could say that he and I run the 
States between us — Congress‘ll always 
rubber-stamp what we decide. Well, Bernie 
was talking to me about how we'll occupy 
Germany when we ve finally licked Hitler.” 

“Tm listening.” 

“Well, this won't be any ordinary post-war 
occupation — the kind that the victorious 
powers normally impose on the defeated 
ones: a presence on the soil of the vanquished 
nation for a few years, the dismantling of its 
military installations and armament factories. 


This has 
permanent. * 

“*T’ve been thinking the same thing.” 

““We've gotta make sure the Germans 
never rise again and become strong again — 
right?” 

Right.” 

““You know, that Hitler — well, between 
you n me, we've gotta admit that he did a lot 
for the German people. He wasn’t good for 
us, of course — so we had to destroy him. But 
for the Germans he did a lot. I don't like 
saying this, but it’s true.”’ 

**There I disagree with you: Hitler was a 
tool of the capitalists. He crushed the 
workers’ movement in Germany. He...”” 

**Yeah — I know you see things that way. 
Joe. But never mind — that’s a detail. The 
point is — a lot of Germans think they did 
well under Hitler. He was extremely popular. 
If anyone else came along in the future and 
otfered them the same things again they just 
might follow him. You see the danger?” 

“*[ do see it. We can agree about that.” 

“Well, that’s why we've gotta keep the 
Germans permanently occupied. This is 
what Bernie said to me, and | see his point. 
But the thing is: how? We can’t go on for ever 
occupying Germany and admitting officially 
that it’s an occupation. The world might not 
like that, and we'd lose friends. If we're 
gonna rule the world between us, like I say. 
we ve gotta be a bit more subtle. We've gotta 
try and make the nations of the world think, 
not that we're ruling them, but that we're 
protecting them — protecting the Germans. 
but also protecting all the other nations. Get 
the gist?” 

**Protecting them against what?” 

**Ah, now you're bringing me to the main 
point! This is where my friend Bernie's a 
genius. It's his idea — it’s so simple you 
wonder why nobody’s thought of it before: 
we protect them against each other — I mean, 
we protect them against you and you protect 
them against us!” 

**Sounds interesting — in fact we've been 
thinking along rather similar lines. The first 
person to come up with the idea here was 
Comrade Kaganovich. It’s funny how great 
minds think alike. Go on.” 

“Weil, as I said before. we may be on the 
same side, but that’s not how it appears to 
outsiders. We have different political, 
economic and social systems. It would be 
easy to convince the rest of the world that in 
fact we're ‘enemies’ -— even that we might go 
to war with each other!” 

“Tm not sure we'd get away with that — 
alter all, havent we been fighting as allies for 
three vears” People aren't that stupid. They d 


gotta be something more 


say: How is it that the US and the Soviets 
fought together against Hitler. with you 
supplying us with all that equipment. and then 
starting your “second front’. and then the next 
moment the two powers become enemies?’ 

*‘Joe. I can assure you — the people are 
that stupid. They'll believe anything if they 
read it enough in their newspapers. All this 
can be arranged over here — in fact Bernie's 
already got it in hand. He and his boys have 
the press in this country sown up — they'll 
print anything Bernie tells them to print. 
Besides. we can arrange things so that we 
really do look as if we're enemies. All we 
need are a series of ‘incidents’ in which your 
guys and our guys ‘contront’ each other. as if 
we're about to start a war. Of course. we 
won't start one. but we'll keep everybody 
scared that we might. In other words. we've 
got to maintain a state of international 
tension.” 

**Comrade Kaganovich thinks the same 
way. He said that the best way this could be 
arranged is that we split Europe down the 
middle. with your torces occupying one halt 
and ours the other halt.” 

SExactly...5: 

**But — and hear me out here — this mav 
be difficult. Your troops and the British are 
advancing pretty fast. The Fascists seem to be 
putting up much more resistance in our sector 
than in yours. I expect they'd rather surrender 
to you than to us, and they ‘d rather have their 
country occupied by your troops than by our 
troops. What if the war ends with your side 
occupying much more of Europe than our 
side? 

“We've already thought of that. Joe. 
We're gonna make sure that doesn’t happen. 
My triend Ike — you know. General 
Eisenhower — is very much our man. He 
owes his entire military career to Bernie. If 
the advance in the West goes too quickly. 
he ll slow it down — of course the reasons 
he'll give will be military ones: caution. need 
to consolidate our gains. need not to over- 
stretch our supply lines. need to avoid 
unnecessary losses of men — you know the 


thing. Monty — you know. the British 
Commander. Montgomery — he may get 


difficult over this, but Ike’s the number one 
— he can always overrule Monty. There's no 
problem.” 

**That may work to some extent. but I'm 
not sure it will work entirely. If Eisenhower 
halts your troops and the British when the 
situation is too obviously favourable for an 
advance. that might invite suspicion. I can 
still see the western allies in occupation of too 
big a slice of Germany (and Europe) by the 
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APOCRYPHAL OR NOT? 
(Contd. from prev. page) 


time the war ends. That might make our post- 
war plans difficult.’’ 

““Well, if that does happen we’ll just have 
to find some political reason for withdrawing 
our troops back and letting yours forward. 
We'll cross that bridge when we come to it. 
The masses over here will be so preoccupied 
with the fact that Hitler’s got beat, they’ll be 
so concerned about how they’re gonna enjoy 
the peace, that they'll not worry too much 
about matters like that.”’ 

**But what about Mr. Churchill? I’m not 
sure if he’ll go along with all this.”’ 

*‘Oh, Winston! Just you stop worrying 
about him — we can handle him OK. Bernie 
and I have got him eating out of our hands. 
Besides, even if he doesn’t like it there’s not 
much he can do. He’s made the British 
bankrupt fighting their war against Hitler It’s 
only us that’s keeping Britain financially 
afloat. We have an old saying: He who pays 
the piper calls the tune!’ ”’ 

‘*What do you see as the biggest problem 
arising out of the post-war world?” 

‘Well, the most immediate problem, as 
I've said, is to keep Germany down. A lot of 
Germans are still Nazis, you know. They may 
say they're not — just to win favour with us 
and get us to give them jobs. But they remain 
the same underneath. After we’ ve occupied 
the Germans for a few years, the world is 
gonna say: that’s enough. Besides our own 
people here at home are gonna say that all this 
occupation is costing a lotta money — and for 
no purpose; the Germans are beat: they've 
learned their lesson: we should bring our 
forces home. That’s the problem. That’s why 
we've gotta have another reason for keeping 
our forces in Europe, and you yours. But it’s 
not only a question of keeping down 
Germany, you know...”’ 

‘What do you mean?”’ 

‘* Well, we've agreed that we intend to rule 
the whole world between us after the war, that 
we're gonna set up a kinda ‘New World 
Order’, a world in which nation-states will 
gradually disappear.” 

‘*Agreed.”’ 

‘*Well, it means that we've not only gotta 
occupy the Germans; we've gotta occupy 
pretty well everyone else as well.”’ 

‘*Agreed again.” 

‘‘Well, this brings me back to the point I 
made before: we can’t admit that we’re 
occupying everyone; we've gotta say we’re 
‘protecting’ them — we against you and you 
against us. You see, not\only might the 
Germans in a while find another Hitler and 
become nationalistic again — it might happen 
to the French or the British — anyone! 
They might decide they don’t like the way the 
world is shaping up after the war. They might 
not like the plans we’ ve got to liquidate their 
empires and take over the assets of those 
empires. They might not like the control we 
exercise over their economies. They might 
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not like the plans we have to flood their 
countries with foreign immigrants and make 
them multi-racial, like we’re multi-racial. 
They might not like the new world govern- 
ment we intend eventually to impose on them. 
In any one of a number of ways, any one of 
these nations we rule after the war might start 
getting uppity and trying to act independ- 
ently. At the moment we can control them 
because they’re weak economically and we 
hold the purse-strings. But that won’t last for 
ever. Eventually they'll recover their 
economic strength — at least some of them. 
We've gotta have an extra hold them to make 
sure they don’t step outa line. That’s why I 
say we’ve gotta keep our armies stationed in 
their countries — in case of an emergency. 
But we can’t call these armies occupation 
forces. We can do in the case of Germany — 
for a time but not for ever. In the case of the 
others, we can’t do so at all. We’ve gotta say 
that these armies are there to ‘defend’ and 
‘protect’ these countries. That’s why, Joe, 
we've gotta stage some kinda state of 
‘hostilities’ between us when this war’s over, 
a kinda ‘cold war’.”* 

**As I’ve said, we’ve been thinking along 
similar lines.”’ 

‘*The way I see it is this: You tell your 
people you've gotta keep your forces strong 
in order to defend ‘socialism’. You say that 
the ‘capitalist’ powers would like to destroy 
the work of your revolution and the other 
revolutions you’ve arranged as your armies 
have overrun Eastern Europe. You say that 
that’s why you cannot disarm, and why you 
cannot withdraw your armies from the 
countries they’ve invaded while driving out 
the Germans.”’ 

“Right.” 

‘*Now, this'll make it easy for us. People in 
the West will ask why have the Russkies kept 
their forces so large — after Hitler’s been 
defeated? Why indeed — if not to march 
westwards and attack us? Get the scenario?”’ 

a Ne de a 

**So, it ll be a simple matter for us to play 
on these fears. We’ll say that we’ve gotta 
remain strong too — to stop ourselves and the 
other western countries being invaded by the 
forces of the Soviet Union! And we'll say that 
we've gotta keep US forces stationed in 
Western Europe — because that’s the area 
that would be in the front line of such an 
invasion — Germany, in particular, would be 
in the front line of such an invasion. We’ll 
also be able to accomplish something else 
that’ll help our plans...”’ 

**What’s that?”’ 

‘‘Well, once we get everyone thinking in 
terms of a Soviet invasion of the West, and 
the need therefore to have an effective 
defence against such an invasion, we should 
be able to persuade them that the most 
effective defence is gonna come from all 
western forces being closely integrated. Get 
what I mean?”’ 


**Go on.”’ 
*“Well, we can say to everyone: It’s no use 
having different national armies — _ the 


Americans, the British, the French, etc. — all 
under their own commanders, all doing their 
own thing; we can be much more effective if 
all these armies are under a single command, 
which co-ordinates their deployment and 
their strategies. Right?’’ 

**Right.”’ 

‘*Well, our forces — the US forces, that is 
— will make the biggest contribution to this 
‘defence’ of the West against you. So they’!I 
just have to accept that this single command is 
always in our hands — we will always supply 
the Commander.”’ 

**Makes sense.”’ 

‘‘And of course you can do the same. As 
you persuade the Poles, the Czechs, the 
Hungarians, the East Germans and the others 
that they have to integrate their forces with 
yours to provide an effective defence against 
the ‘capitalists’ and ‘imperialists’ of the 
West, you'll have no difficulty in persuading 
them that, because the Soviet Union supplies 
the largest part of this combined force, there 
must always be a Soviet Commander. Of 
course, I say ‘persuade’ but (chuckle) in your 
case that won’t really be necessary — you just 
tell "em. Right?”’ 

‘In fact we have already drawn up plans in 
that direction. We anticipate no trouble in 
getting acceptance — the other nations will 
know what to expect if they get obstructive!”’ 

‘Sure, but in our case we have to be a little 
more diplomatic. What we’ ve gotta say is that 
we're in Europe — and elsewhere — to 
defend ‘democracy’ and ‘freedom’ You 
know, Joe, these words always work a charm 
on people in the West — you just wouldn’t 
believe how easily they fall into line with 
anything you propose if you persuade them 
their beloved ‘democracy’ and ‘freedom’ are 
at stake. They jump to it at these words just 
like the dogs of your Dr. Pavlov.”’ 

“Yes, I know — except that we use the 
terms ‘socialism’ and ‘the people’s revol- 
ution’.”’ 

‘Right. So, we get all the forces of the 
western nations under our control and you get 
all the forces in the East under your control. 
You know the next step?”’ 

“You tell me.”’ 

‘Well, once we get everyone thinking this 
way, it’s a short stride from there to the idea 
of the standardisation of weapons and equip- 
ment. That makes more economic sense, and 
it can be made to seem to make military sense 
as well — as long as people can visualise only 
one scenario of future war: West versus East. 
That way, we not only relieve our satellite 
nations of command over their forces, we 
relieve them of the means to produce their 
own war materiel independently — for we in 
the US would control the manufacture and 
supply of the biggest, most important 
weapons in the western armoury, as you 
would those in the eastern armoury.”’ 

‘“We intend to do this anyway.”’ 

**Sure, but of course with you the need to 
‘persuade’ is not so great; in our case we have 
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to let our satellites believe — at least for a 
good many years yet — that they are 
‘sovereign states’, in control of their own 
affairs. Later, when we’ve softened them up 
sufficiently, they won’t even care whether 
they are or not. What we first have to do 
though is ‘educate’ them away from old- 
fashioned ideas of nationhood and national 
independence. This will take time — in fact it 
may take two generations.’’ 

‘*You and I will not live to see the final 
setting up of the World State, Mr. President. 
We’re not young men anymore; we’ Il soon be 
gone.” 

‘‘That’s true, Joe. But we'll both go down 
in history as the men who made it all possible. 
Future generations will recognise this — even 
if they don’t understand some of the methods 
we had to use — particularly the methods you 
had to use.”’ 

‘“Mr. President, I must ring off in a 
moment. Your Ambassador is waiting to 
speak to me concerning the next piece of 
economic aid you’re sending us. By the way, 
that brings me to a question I haven’t raised 


with you so far. How are we to explain all this 
aid — after Hitler has been defeated and the 
war is over?” 

‘*Bernie’s been working on that one too. 
It’s not too difficult. We’ ve got to keep up the 


pretence that the Soviet Union is an 
unfriendly power and might attack us. 
Right?”’ 

“ign. 


‘‘Well, we reassure people, on the one 
hand, that we're maintaining strong armed 
forces to defend ourselves against such an 
attack. Right?’’ 

**Right.”” 

‘*But, on the other hand, we keep looking 
as if we’re working for peace, working to 
reduce tension. We must make our people 
think that we’re always pursuing ways to 
bring the ‘cold war’ to am end. You and I 
know that we don’t want to bring this ‘cold 
war’ to an end — not for a while anyways. 
But that isn’t the way it must appear to the 
masses; to the masses it must appear as if each 
of us, on his respective side, is the concil- 
lator, and only the other side makes 


conciliation difficult.”’ 

‘*That makes sense. That's what we intend 
to tell our people.”’ 

‘Well, what we shall do is tell our people 
that we’re supplying you with aid in the 
interests of conciliation, of detente — as the 
French say. We shall tell them that we’re 
sending you aid to sweeten you up, to make 
you less hostile towards us, to make your 
people like us and therefore make war less 
likely...”’ 

**But, Mr. President, do you really think 
your people would believe that?”’ 

*‘Joe, I’ve told you before and I’ll tell you 
again: our people will believe anything!” 


This conversation of course never took 
place in quite the terms described here. But 
we suggest to readers that it accurately 
reflects the plans haboured by the victors of 
1945 for the construction of the post-war 
world. Should anyone dispute this, they are 
invited to provide an alternative explan- 
ation of what has happed in the 44 years 
that have followed. 


PRESIDENT BOTHA COMES UP 
AGAINST THE ‘K’ FACTOR 


NOEL A. HUNT looks at the latest trouble in South West 


Africa 


“The best-laid schemes o’ mice and men 
gang aft agley, 
And lea’e us naught but grief and pain 
for promised joy.” 
Robert Burns 
MAN WAS MADE TO MOURN 


PRESIDENT BOTHA and the South 
African National Party may reasonably 
feel that the fates are against them. For 
years, they have been edging their country 
towards black rule. The ‘Namibian’ 
agreement was a step along this road to 
ruin, designed to deliver a crushing blow to 
South Africa. Now, however, on the very 
verge of the plan succeeding, they find 
themselves thwarted by the intransigence 
of SWAPO — although it was precisely this 
group that the plan was designed to help. It 
is enough to provoke a saint. 

When Botha became President he 
promised that he would carry on the work of 
Dr. Hendrik Verwoerd. That great man, it 
will be recalled, set up the very sensible 
system of separate development of the races 
in South Africa. 

Dr. Verwoerd saw the realities of African 
lite clearly. He refused to compromise, 
knowing that compromise meant ultimate 
defeat and destruction for the white race. For 
this reason, he was assassinated. Into the 
shoes of this giant stepped the pygmy Botha. 


BOTHA 
Working by. stealth to scupper South 
Africa’s Whites 


Botha handles his electorate in the same 
way as lan Smith handled his in Rhodesia. 
The intention is to produce the same result: 
the destruction of the Whites. The technique 
is to make firm, 


uncompromising and * 


conservative statements in public, then, 
under cover of the ensuing liberal outcry, to 
move rapidly and unobtrusively to the left. A 
gullible electorate, having apparently learned 
nothing from the fate of Rhodesia, has twice 
returned Botha and his party to office at 
general elections. 

Posing as an unbending conservative. 
Botha persuaded his colleagues to go along 
with his policy of ‘reform’. This word, 
caretully chosen, reassures the nervous 
among party and government supporters, as it 
is meant to do. The impression is carefully 
created that there is little wrong with the 
South African political system, and that that 
can all be set right by a few judicious 
‘reforms’. 


SOUTH WEST AFRICA 


The agreement with the United Nations 
over ‘Namibia’ was carefully planned as a 
step in the process of bringing about black 
rule in South Africa. South West Africa, now 
known to the media as ‘Namibia’, was 
awarded to South Africa as a mandate by the 
League of Nations after World War I. Later, a 
court judgement confirmed the legality of the 
South African presence there. This was of 
course intolerable to ‘world opinion’. Legal 
manoeuvres continued until finally a court, 
was found to declare, in the teeth of all the 
evidence, that South Africa was in illegal 
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PRESIDENT BOTHA COMES UP 


AGAINST THE ‘K’ FACTOR 
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possession of ‘Namibia’. 

The way was now open for the United 
Nations — that most deadly and implacable 
foe of the white race — to step up its pressure 
on South Africa. One result was the passing 
by the UN of Resolution 435, which it is now 
trying to implement. 

Months of negotiation finally produced a 
South African agreement to allow the holding 
of ‘free and fair’ elections in ‘Namibia’. 
Some will recall that this was precisely the 
formula used to destroy Rhodesia — even the 
words are the same. These negotiations were 
sponsored jointly by the USSR, Britain and 
the USA. 

The elections were intended, to the 
knowledge of all concerned (including 
President Botha), to produce a victory for the 
Marxist-Leninist terrorist movement 
SWAPO. 

One can only speculate on what pressures 
Botha was able to bring to bear on his military 
experts to get them to accept the fearsome 
danger of a long and indefensible desert 
border on their western flank, in place of the 
Atlantic Ocean. 

An independent ‘Namibia’ —’ in fact a 
Soviet fief, nominally independent and 
recognised and aided by both Britain and the 
USA — will be a staggering blow to South 
Africa. President Botha knows this well — he 
planned it that way. 

But just as his scheme is about to come to 
fruition it is halted in its tracks. It is halted by 
the actions of the very enemy to whom Botha 
is trying to betray his country — SWAPO. It 
is enough, as they say, to make a cat laugh. 

Poor President Botha! He has come up 
against what is known to Whites in sub- 
Saharan Africa as the ‘K’ Factor — ‘K’ 
standing for ‘Kaffir’ This is the verbal 
shorthand used by Whites to describe the 
black propensity, when not kept under strict 
white control, for independent and unpredict- 
able action. Such action very often precip- 
itates a disaster of truly Hibernian propor- 
tions. 


S.W.A.P.O. BLOWS IT 


The present state of affairs in ‘Namibia’ is a 
classic example of the ‘K’ Factor at work. 
Everything posible had been done, with 
President Botha’s willing connivance, to 
ensure that SWAPO would be allowed to 
intimidate the Namibian Blacks and so to win 
the ‘fair and free’ elections. Enter the ‘K’ 
Factor: SWAPO’s own actions make it 
impossible for those elections to proceed. 
Everything comes to a halt as Botha is forced 
to intervene to restore order and to allow his 
troops to kill in the process the very voters to 
whom he had hoped to betray his country. 
The result is no elections in ‘Namibia’, and an 
increasingly restive and uneasy white elect- 
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orate in South Africa. Poor Botha! The ‘K’ 
Factor is indeed a fearsome thing. 

Russia, Britain and the USA must be 
equally annoyed. They had all worked hard 
together to ensure that SWAPO took over 
‘Namibia’ and thus crucially weakened South 
Africa. At the last moment, when all seemed 
set for success, the ‘K’ Factor struck. 
SWAPO, the beneficiary of all this careful 


Fs 


MRS. T. PUTS HER OAR IN 


destroying the peaceful, rich and developing 
Belgian Congo, so that it could be trans- 
formed into the hotchpotch of starving 
Marxist-Leninist regimes that it is today. 
The darling of the West at the time, and the 
man intended as the first black Prime Minister 
of the Congo, was Patrice Lumumba. 


Lumumba had just left prison after serving a 
sentence for embezzlement while he was an 


Here the Prime Minister is seen visiting NATO troops sent to pave the way for black rule 
in ‘Namibia’ (South West Africa) For many years, she has proved an implacable enemy 
of Southern Africa’s Whites 


planning and racial treason, by its own action 
made it impossible to proceed. Even an Irish 
politician would be impressed by a lash-up on 
this massive scale. Mrs. Thatcher, in her role 
as American lickspittle and chief assistant to 
the United States in its furtherance of the 
Soviet plan for the destruction of the South 
African Whites, is justifiably annoyed. She 
has condemned SWAPO loudly. It is under- 
standable: all that careful spadework done to 
ensure the downfall of the West’s bastion in 
South Africa, then the Blacks, who are 
supposed to profit by it, throw a spanner in the 
works. The rage of the politicians concerned 
should a matter of no surprise. 


CONGO PARALLEL 


This is not the first time a bemused West 
has watched the ‘K’ factor at work. The 
Congo affair provides two excellent 
examples. It will be recalled that Russia, 
Britain and the United States were co-oper- 
ating, through the United Nations, in 


obscure clerk in the post office. Lumumba 
and his party demanded independence for the 
Congo. The Belgians did not demur; they 
merely asked for six months in which to make 
the necessary arrangements for a transfer of 
power. 

To people in the West, nothing could seem 
more reasonable, and the transfer could have 
gone smoothly ahead. But the deadly ‘K’ 
Factor came into play. A delay of six months 
seemed intolerable to Lumumba. For reasons 
rooted deep in the black consciousness, he 
saw six months as being about as long as ten 
years. So Lumumba refused indignantly, 
insisting that independence had to come 
within the following month. Here the 
operation of the ‘K’ factor led to complete 
chaos and the disruption of the careful 
timetable designed by Lumumba’s white 
manipulators to make the Congo communist. 
They must have been delighted later when, 
after Lumumba fell, one of his political rivals 
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ate him. 

Still in the Congo, Katanga shows us 
another instructive example of the ‘K’ Factor 
at work. The West intended that this province 
should become part of the Communist Bloc, 
because it contains enormous mineral wealth. 
Moise Tshombe was installed as figurehead 
Prime Minister. He at once brought the ‘K’ 
Factor into the Katanga affair by his decision 
to enroll white mercenaries to restore order. 
To the consternation of the UN, Russia, 
Britain and the USA, about 500 poorly armed 
and trained white mercenaries stabilised the 
huge area of Katanga in about three months. 
This seriously threw out of gear the careful 
plans to ensure a communist future for the 
Congo and for Africa. To this day, the 
thought of a force of white mercenaries gives 
every black dictator nightmares. As noted 
above, the ‘K’ Factor is indeed a fearsome 
thing. 


THE CONSEQUENCES OF 
S.W.A.P.O. INEPTITUDE 


As a result of the latest intervention by the 
‘K’ Factor in ‘Namibia’, even the media are 


finding it difficult to blame South Africa. 
They are doing their best of course, but it is 
not easy at the moment to lumber the South 
Africans with responsibility for SWAPO’s 
ineptitude. Even Pik Botha, the SA Foreign 
Minister and firm friend of SWAPO, has been 
forced to chide the SWAPO leaders. This is 
dangerous for Botha and his party: at all costs, 
the white sheep in South Africa must not be 
alarmed until it is too late. 

There will be one interesting feature about 
the media coverage of this event: it will be 
largely verbal. There will of course be the 
usual TV interviews with SWAPO ‘freedom 
fighters’, ‘front-line presidents’ and 
‘opinion-formers’. What will seldom be seen 
are shots of the South African forces engaged 
in dealing with the SWAPO invasion. There 
is a good reason for this: a very high 
proportion of the troops and_ police 
enthusiastically fighting and killing members 
of SWAPO are black. They come from both 
‘Namibia’ and South Africa. So we won’t be 
shown too much of them. Too many viewers 
might conclude that not every Black in 
‘Namibia’ is as anxious to be ruled by 


SWAPO as the media and the politicians 
assure us is the case. Even worse, it might be 
perceived that Blacks do not universally 
detest apartheid, as we are told they do, since 
thousands are clearly willing to fight and die 
for South Africa and its racial policies. Too 
many pictures of black South African soldiers 
with captured SWAPO weapons taken in 
battle would harm the cherished liberal 
shibboleth concerning black opposition to 
racial separation. At all costs, these. 
uncomfortable thoughts must not be allowed 
to take root in the West. So we shall hear 
much in news reports about South African 
forces, but we will be shown few pictures of 
them. 

So spare a pitying thought for poor 
President Botha as he battles to hand his 
country over to black rule. Schiller would ~ 
have nodded .approvingly as he watched 
SWAPO boxing itself into a corner. It was he 
who noted that: ‘“‘Against stupidity the gods 
themselves fight in vain.’’ This is another 
way of phrasing the proverbial white wisdom 
in Africa, which is: ‘‘Watch out for the ‘K’ 
Factor!”’ 


THE COMMON MARKET: 
CORRUPTION RULES 


MARK EWELL takes a look inside the EEC bureaucracy 


This article was first printed in Candour 
newsletter under the title ‘101 reasons for 
abstention in the Euro-election’. We 
reprint it with acknowledgements. Candour 
can be obtained from: Forest House, Liss 
Forest, Hants. GU33 7DD. 


‘““CORRUPTED both intellectually and 
financially’’ — that’s the Brussels machine 
according to Sir John Hoskyns in his 
address to the annual conference of the 
Institute of Directors on the 28th February 
this year. New evidence of massive fraud 
embedded in the Common Agricultural 
Policy (CAP) making Europe a ‘‘Mafia- 
style laughing stock’? was given by Sir 
John. He called the European Council 
‘‘incoherent’”? and the Commission 
‘‘muddle-headed on almost everything, 
unable to sort out the difference between 
cause and effect in economics.’’ So, it 
seems that the Single Common Market is 
bound to fail for all the reasons familiar to 
businessmen. Proper management 
response, concludes Sir John, would be to 
blow the whistle and start all over again. 

Candour has always believed in miracles. 
Nevertheless, some of our readers will be 
rubbing their eyes in astonishment at this 
veritable nuclear explosion in British politics, 
triggered off not by some veteran anti- 
Marketeer but by the Director General of a 
hitherto reputable business organisation 


unsullied by any anti-establishment taint — 
nay, by a man who not so long ago led the 
Prime Minister’s Policy Unit for three years. 


DIFFERING REACTIONS 


There were some differing reactions at the 
centre of the fire-ball. Lord Plumb, President 
of the Euro-Parliament, exploded with fury at 


NEST OF FIDDLES 
The EEC headquarters in Brussels 


this ‘“‘arrant nonsense’’ and at once resigned 
from the Institute, literally tearing up his 
membership card, so it was rumoured. Lord 
Young, on the other hand, kept his cool, 
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THE COMMON MARKET: 


CORRUPTION RULES 
(Contd. from prev. page) 


though later he accused Sir John of rudeness, 
of raising ‘‘bogies’’ and of getting his facts 
wrong. Sir Leon Brittan, our newly appointed 


European Commissioner, dismissed Sir 
John’s outburst as ‘“‘purely one man’s 
views.”’ 

Had Sir Leon been present at the 
conference, of course, he would have noted 
that the 3,000 delegates were not only 
surprised but ‘‘delighted’’ at Sir John’s 
onslaught on the 1992 programme (Daily 
Telegraph, March Ist). Furthermore, Sir 
Peter Walters, Institute President and 
Chairman of no less a body than British 
Petroleum, was said to be fully behind Sir 
John. Worse still for poor Sir Leon’s 
judgement, officials said that letters and 
messages arriving at the Institute’s London 
headquarters were ten to one in support of Sir 
John. 

The immediate reaction of Brussels was 
not unexpected. More incandescence. The 17 
Commissioners put their heads together and 
considered taking legal action for defamation 
through the British courts. On second 
thoughts, they announced later that no further 
action was planned. Such a pity — the British 
public have been denied the treat of their 
lives! 

Now in chronicling these events we must 
be scrupulously fair to the Brussels establish- 
ment. Candour must live up to its name. 
There is one EEC institution that must be 
exonerated from the charge of incompetence 
and corruption: the Court of Auditors. Year 
after year, this Court’s reports have drawn 
attention to scandalous practices and irreg- 
ularities and non-existent budget control. Its 
1982 report, for instance, was especially rich 
in examples of malpractices: exorbitant sums 
paid out for work never done, or done 
unnecessarily; advance payments. of 
£104,000 to one Euro MP alone; dozens of 
safe boxes full of cash kept on the floors of 
offices to cope with the immediate needs of 
the MEPs (and no questions asked). At the 
lowest level, one employee was paid £4,500 
(1982 wage level) to spend just 25 hours a 
week collecting dirty tea and coffee cups. 

As Alexandet Pope once observed, ‘Just 
as the twig is bent, the tree’s inclin’d.’’ So 
now the bent Common Market tree is costing 
the EEC taxpayers £6 billion to prop up. The 
latest Court of Auditors’ report on 
. Community finances for the year 1987 
reveals an escalation in export and other 
swindles of mind-blowing proportions. In 
fact, the Prime Minister is said to be so 
worried that she is to spearhead a drive 
against EEC fraud. She fears that British 
taxpayers are funding a third of the fraud, to 
the tune of £2 billion, sizeable proceeds being 
siphoned off to the Mafia and the IRA (The 
Times, February 7th). But Sir Peter Brooke, 
our Paymaster General, has told the House of 
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SIR JOHN HOSKYNS 
Exposed Euro frauds — 


Commons that, by its nature, the scale of the 


CAP’s fraud is impossible to quantify. 


NOT A SNOWBALL’S CHANCE 
IN HELL! / 


For how can you cope with all the twists 
and turns, all the evasive and exploitative 
tricks, all the rich inventive genius for rip-offs 
that membership has taught us take place in a 
system tailor-made for fraud? All the 
complexities of import and export subsidies 
(a thousand different regulations for beef 
alone), the quotas, the monetary compen- 
sation amounts, the vagaries of the green 
currencies, the forged import papers and the 
phony export ones? 

True, this Euro mountain range undulates 
from time to time, as when in January of this 
year the Commission boasted that the butter 
mountain had been levelled. The cost? £2.3 
billion, to be exact. Butter sold off to the 
Soviet Union at roughly 6p a pound, to be 
turned into industrial lubricant to grease the 
wheels of Soviet industry and Soviet tanks. 
The cost of the mountain range, however, 
remains the same — at two-thirds of the EEC 
budget in any one year. But others go up — to 
wit, the beef .nountain at present. Cattle 
walkabouts between Eire and Northern 
Ireland are as popular as ever, with the well- 
practised, not to say weary, beasts collecting 
subsidies as they go. Where and when 
necessary, the animals (sheep and pigs too) 
are spirited across the borders by IRA 
drovers, who know how to take advantage of 
240 unauthorised crossings. En passant, we 
just can’t resist mentioning the legendary case 
of the customs officers who checked a cattle 
truck and found nothing but a tape recorder 
playing ‘mooing’ sounds. A stroke of genius, 
that! 

A more sophisticated scandal took place 
less than a couple of years ago, when Britain 
became one of Europe’s leading exporters of 
olive oil. Inferior Spanish oil was offloaded at 
the Thames Terminal at Dagenham, kept 
there for 24 hours to comply with EEC 


regulations, then shipped out to Italy, where it 
was labelled ‘Produce of Italy’ and exported 
to food enthusiasts in California. Though this 
was not quite as cruel, perhaps, as the selling 
of cut-price sugar to impoverished Jamaica 
(of all places!) with the Euro exporter 
enjoying a subsidy of £240 a tonne. 


MORE OF THE SAME 


Most numerous, because the easiest and 
simplest, have been the cases of false paper 
claims made: that of the French headmaster 
who in 1984 obtained £700,000 in school 
milk subsidies for 40,000 non-existent 
children; of the Calabrian farmers who 
received compensatory payments amounting 
to £8 million a year for no peaches grown; of 
the Italian couple who defrauded the EEC of 
another £8 million through ‘‘exquisitely 
falsified’’ documents tapping subsidies for 
290,000 head of cattle over five years when 
there were only 35,000 on their island (Daily 


Telegraph, November 7th 1985). 


And now of course, under the recently 
introduced ‘set aside’ scheme to reduce 
unwanted harvests, the Mafia will be able to 
claim subsidies for not producing the wine 
and tomatoes they never intended to produce 
in the first place! Even a Euro MP, Mr. 
Richard Cottrell, concedes that no amount of 
surveillance will solve the problems of the 
CAP — simply because some EEC states turn 
a blind eye to the frauds as a matter of policy. 
They see in them a convenient social welfare 
system for their rural communities, paid for 
by somebody else. 

In many other ways too, there are unbeliev- 
able expenses run up by bureaucrats. There 
are well over 250 quangos with unlimited 
demands on the Euro purse. Millions of Euro 
documents are churned out annually, many of 
them in incomprehensible obscuranto and 
therefore left unread. There are Euro 
parliament jaunts all over the world, hundreds 
of Eurocrats flying first class with their 
retinues of interpreters and _ secretaries. 
Bumper salaries, bumper pensions, golden 
handshakes and golden farewells are the 
regular norm. Diamond disability pensions 
providing up to 70 per-cent of normal salaries 
for life are being claimed by 34 per-cent of 
EEC office staffs (slipping off all those 
mountains is an ever-present hazard!) Untold 
millions are drained off by legal expenses, 
like those involved in taking people to the 
Euro Court for infringements of Euro rules 
and regulations. 

As a parting shot, we musn’t forget the 
little matter of Euro pride in sport, when in 
1985 a grateful EEC acclaimed Ivan Lendl on 
his third victory in five years in the European 
Champions’ Tennis Championship by 
presenting him with a £500,000 diamond- 
studded tennis racket. Oh, and then there was 
the case of...no, no — agreed, you can’t take 
any more! Anyway, enough has been shown 
to prove that between the United Kingdom 
and the EEC there has to be a parting of the 
ways. As a nation, our sanity is at stake. 


SELLING THE PARTY MEANS 
SELLING THE PAPER 


TONY WELLS issues a summons to greater effort 


OF ALL the different forms of propaganda 
available to BNP activists, it has always 
been true that the party paper British 
Nationalist has been our most effective 
recruitment aid. Put quite simply, this 
means that the party’s growth and 
expansion are directly related both to the 
quality and effectiveness of BN as a 
recruiter, and therefore to the numbers in 
which it is distributed. 

British Nationalist has for some time been 
under-resourced — in terms both of contrib- 
uters of articles and of manpower involved in 
production work, leading to inadequate size. 
This state of affairs has been acknowledged 
for some time at all levels in the party. Until 
recently, little could be done about this, due 
to production work falling on too few 
shoulders. Now, however, this deficiency has 
been remedied, and we have an eight-page 
paper, with a much greater variety of content. 

The party leadership having done its bit in 
improving the paper itself, it is now time for 
the party activists in the branches to do their 
bit in massively boosting the paper’s 
circulation. And by this I do not mean that 
local units should just buy more papers and let 
the additional ones gather dust in organisers” 
homes; I mean that there has to be much more 
selling of the paper — both in the street and 
on the doorstep. 

Recently, there appeared in the columns of 
British Nationalist some figures showing the 
performance of the various branches in 
selling the paper. Some controversy greeted 
these disclosures, but at least it may be said 
that they forced us all to take a hard look at our 
performance. I wonder how many people felt, 
as I did, a little secret guilt at the fact that not 
enough was being done to bring the paper to 
the public? 


‘GOOD’ SHOULD 
BECOME BETTER! 

At a conference of party officials in 
January, the party leader John Tyndall made 
reference to sales figures for British 
Nationalist and to the respective perform- 
ances of the BNP units involved. Units placed 
at or near the top of the published sales table 
were rated ‘good’. Others, a little lower 
down, were classed as ‘fair’, while yet others, 
well down, were described as ‘‘should do 
better.”” 

As one of those attending this conference, I 
remember thinking at the time that Mr. 
Tyndall was being, to say the least, 
diplomatic in the way he referred to some 
units’ performance. My own opinion was that 


many of the units referred to have been, to put 
it bluntly, extremely slack. For instance, 
some branches taking 100 copies a month 
were described as ‘fair’ in their efforts: in my 
Opinion, no unit given the status of a ‘branch’ 
should be content with taking and selling less 
than 200 copies a month! 

The reason for my strong feelings on this 
issue stem from two sources: (a) recognition 
of the relationship between paper sales and 
party growth; (b) my own experience with 
Redbridge Group, of which I am Organiser. 

Redbridge Group is one of the smaller 
party units, and so I know what can be done 
with small numbers. 

I have found that our group could sell an 
average of 15-20 papers per evening by door- 
to-door sales. We are active twice a week, 
so that makes a sales potential of 30-40 papers 
per week. Ona monthly basis, this means that 
we should be able to sell 130-170 papers per 


GETTING THAT PAPER OUT! 
This picture shows a team breaking new ground in a virgin area. The shop sign shows 
; where 
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issue. We haven't actually yet achieved these 
figures because we have devoted a lot of our 
time to leafletting, and also the level of group 
action has suffered to some extent from some 
iilness and injury on my part. Nevertheless, 
these simple calculations show what we can 
do and should do when operating at full 
throttle. 

Reference to leafletting reminds us that low 
paper sales may in some cases be due to other 
activities being given too much precedence. 
In my opinion, however, priority must now 
be given to paper sales — and particularly 
door-to-door sales. Of course, if a branch 
has a regular street sales pitch on a Saturday 
this should be maintained. Weekday sales on 
the doorstep should be a supplement for this 
Saturday activity, not a substitute for it. 

It is worth repeating the words of one 
Epping Forest Branch activist, who said that 
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SELLING THE PARTY MEANS 


SELLING THE PAPER 
(Contd. from prev. page) 


seeing the results of door-to-door - paper 
‘selling with his own eyes convinced him that 
the BNP must become a party of door-to-door 
paper sellers above all else! This branch only 
last month pulled off the best election result 
by a nationalist party for several years. One of 
the factors leading to this good result was 
that, for some time beforehand, the area in 
question had been the location of extensive 
paper sales on the doorstep. 


BENEFITS OF ‘DOOR-TO-DOOR’ 


The benefits of door-to-door selling above 
other methods should be obvious. They are: 
(a) that every time there is a sale a note can be 
taken of the address and thereby a regular 
round is established (a good portion of people 
who buy the paper one month will buy it again 
the next): (b) at election times we know who 
are supporters are and the areas where they 
are thickest on the ground, so that these can be 
given priority in canvassing; (c) the party 
paper is all the time being built up and is 
influencing more and more people; (d) 
national and local funds are increased, with 
more money coming into the party at all 
levels: (e) we gain more recruits through 
paper selling than by any other method of 
publicity. 

In my opinion, every group in the BNP 
should be taking and selling at least 80 papers 
a month, while every branch, as I have said, 
should be taking and selling 200 papers a 
month. These are not pie-in-the-sky figures, 
picked at random: they are realistic and 
achievable targets based on experience. We 
should start working towards them as a norm 
right now! 

It should also be said that these targets 
should be, not a final objective, but only a 
start. I have referred to the likelihood of first- 
time buyers on the doorstep buying again; in 
my experience, the proportion of these is 
between a half and two-thirds. This means 
that with every succeeding month sales 
should become easier, as an_ increasing 
proportion of calls are made with the virtual 
certainty, or at least the probability, that they 
will result in sales. 

To illustrate the point, let us take a branch 
or group which sells 100 papers in a month to 
first-time buyers. This means that im the 
second month there is a likelihood of 50 or 
more second-time buyers. As_ each 
succeeding month goes by, less time is spent 
on pure ‘cold’ canvassing, i.e. calls at homes 
that have never bought the paper before. If 
this rule is adopted, it becomes a mathem- 
atical certainty that sales will go up. 

And that is not all. After people have 
bought the paper on the doorstep a third time, 
they will have indicated some genuine 
interest in the party. At this point, they should 
be informed of local meetings. Also the 
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RICHARD EDMONDS 
Leading expert in paper sales 


attempt can be made to get them also to buy 


Spearhead, to get more of an in-depth view 
of what the party stands for. Spearhead sales, 
with their greater profit margin, all help to 
boost local finances. The end point of this 
exercise is of course that the buyer becomes a 
member of the party. Many members have 
indeed been recruited by this very process. 

Needless to say, with more members 
available — out of which there should, on a 
law of averages, be more activists — there 
comes a greater pool of paper sellers, thus 
further increasing the unit’s ability to sell the 
paper. 

Should a group adopt this approach, 
starting from a sales level of 80 copies a 
month, it should be able by the end of a year to 
achieve a rate of 400 copies a month! 


LONDON IN THE LEAD 


One thing that is very noticeable from an 
examination of paper sales figures is that units 
in or close to London are, in most cases, 
achieving much better figures than units 
elsewhere. 

Why is this? One of the most important 
factors, I am convinced, is that nearly all 
London units carry out regular door-to-door 
sales whereas a great many units in the 
provinces do not. 

There are of course certain advantages in 
what ‘we might call the ‘London factor’. 
Because of density of population, London has 
always been able to sustain several branches 
and groups. Ease of communication — the 
fact that branches and groups are geograph- 
ically closer to each other — has meant that 
every unit in London and nearby has been 
able to have regular contact with other units, 
exchange information and give mutual 
support and encouragement. An enthusiastic 


and positive attitude on the part of a unit is 
infectious: it is likely to permeate through to 
other units. This is not as easy of course 
where units are isolated. 

However, it is a fact that in some provincial 
units party affairs have entered into a cosy 
little rut and change is unwelcome because it 
upsets the easy, familiar routine some units 
have — with a very large portion of time at 
branch and group functions being spent 
adding to the profits of the local breweries. 

Sometimes units experience a drop in 
morale, due to any one of dozen or more 
causes. When this happens, the proximity of 
another unit where morale is high and activity 
output at a good level can supply just the tonic 
needed to get the ailing unit going again. 
Simple competition, where there are closely 
adjacent units, can provide a spur. 

But a lot of the problems lie in attitude. 
Some would-be activists are defeated before 
they start by reason of a negative approach. 
How many branch members, for instance, 
would rather duck door-to-door paper sales? 
A good few, I suspect. Why is this? Could 
shyness be a reason? Well, when we are 
fighting for the very survival of our race and 
nation there is no point or value in being shy! 
Anyway, all shyness can be overcome in 
time. After the shy member has been on a few 
of these sales expeditions his shyness will 
soon tall away. The important thing is to get 
started! 

Sometimes the paper seller on the doorstep 
may encounter a problem. What, for 
instance, is he to say to the big black man who 
opens the door? Why, simple — tell him you 
are selling double-glazing, or some such 
thing, and he will probably close the door on 
you. Otherwise ask if Mr. Jones lives there — 
if he dosn’t, which is probable, just say: 
‘*Sorry, I must have the wrong house!’’ Just 
use a bit of imagination and initiative, and 
these problems can be easily overcome. 

Whatever objections there may be to door- 
to-door selling around the branches, these 
will soon be put right. Richard Edmonds is 
without doubt the party’s leading exponent 
and expert in door-to-door selling. Soon he 
will be travelling around the country giving 
activists practical demonstrations of how to 
go about this activity. Make sure that his 
words and example are heeded! 

With the improvements that have recently 
been made in British Nationalist, every party 
unit should now make a concerted effort to 
improve its performance in selling the paper. 
Every organiser should immediately increase 
his order for BN — and, if this is not done, 
every activist should badger the organiser 
until is is done! 


| The ‘will of the people’ is a fiction — or a 
‘pseudo-reality’, as Professor Hogan calls it. That 


i 


fiction, imposed upon the people and represented 
as their true will, is the most effective instrument 
ever devised for reducing men to physical and 
mental servitude. Wherever it prevails, the rule of 
law comes to an end. 

F.A. Voigt (PAX BRITANNICA) 


SIR: Richard Molesworth, in his reply to my 
three-part article on genetics and culture, 
makes a number of valid points, although he 
seems at times to be knocking arguments that 
I have never put forward. 

Firstly, I agree that a very real danger exists 
that our racial enemies could harness the 
power of genetic engineering before we do. 
There is of course nothing we could do about 
that, but the point does not invalidate the case 
for genetic engineering. It merely underlines 
the necessity of our political victory! 

However, I must take issue with the 
description of the finest specimens of our race 
as ‘Frankenstein monsters’. Fine examples of 
our race are born all the time, by natural 
process. Are they monsters? All that I 
advocate is the increase in these types of 
people by whatever means are available. 

Continuing on this theme, I specifically 
excluded the possibility of breeding a race of 
‘domeheads’, or indeed any other freakish 
aberration. It is therefore beyond me why Mr. 
Molesworth should suggest the nightmare 
possibility of giants, dwarfs, kangaroo-, bird- 
and snake-men, etc. 

I do agree though that we should not put all 
Our eggs into one basket, and I also 
emphasised a number of times the need for 
caution and for thorough scientific research. 
Additionally, I stated that any decisions in 
this field should be in the hands of the 
political leadership and not in those of 
scientists. 

Finally, Mr. Molesworth states that I seem 
contemptuous of morality and emotions. 
Since these things, as we understand them 
today, have created the cesspool that is 
modern civilisation, yes I am! They have 
failed us miserably. There should be within 
our people a keen sense of folk. There is not 
— not here in this country nor elsewhere in 
the world where our race is settled. 
Something is wrong, and it needs changing. 
Our ‘morality’ has not served our race. 

I do not claim that I have all the answers — 
after all, I am not a scientist. However, I will 
be satisfied if what I have written provokes 
some thought and discussion on this very 
important subject. 

. TONY WELLS 
Ilford, Essex 


SIR: All this talk of genetic engineering 
reminds me of that lovely exchange between 
George Bernard Shaw and the dancer Isadora 
Duncan, when she suggested that the two of 
them should get together to produce a child 
‘*with my beauty and your brains.’’ ‘‘Ah,”’ 
said GBS, “‘but suppose it had my beauty and 
your brains!”’ 
A.J. BRUSHWOOD 
London N. | 


SIR: A young friend of mine recently com- 
plained that her son (16) was recently taken 
with his classmates from a school in 
Halesowen to visit a mosque in Birmingham 
— as a school project to ‘“‘observe Moslems 
in prayer’ — with the traditional removing of 
shoes before entry. 

No advance notice of this was given to 
parents, so that no objections could be made. 
Is it the teachers’ ‘divine right’ to undertake 
this kind of ‘observance’ when at the same 
time they are being implored to curtail or 
abolish entirely their daily Christian 
assembly, which, according to Section 6 of 
the Education Reform Act, must be held in 
our schools? Councillor Bill Grey (Birming- 
ham, Lab.) states: ‘“The Moslem community 
is already alienated enough from western 
values by recent events.’’ 

Is there nothing we can do to stop this 
nonsense? The parents are unable to tackle the 
problem themselves. They have two boys at 
that school who are afraid that they would 
suffer in consequence of any complaints. 

I am almost ready to become a Christian 
again to take up the matter — but that would 
make me a hypocrite. Any suggestions? 

T.G. HORTON (Mrs.) 
Halesowen, Worcs. 


SIR: Democracy is supposed to represent 
government of the people, for the people and 
by the people. But for this to be a practical 
proposition it must be assumed that ‘the 
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people’ are conversant with the political 
issues and facts, so as to be able to make an 
informed choice as to which government they 
will elect. How much is this the case? 

While sitting in a canteen at my place of 
employment, I overheard a conversation 
between an Australian male and half a dozen 
English girls. He was flabbergasted to learn 
that they did not know who Engels, Marx, 
Lenin, Trotsky, Stalin or Brezhnev were. He 
then enquired if they knew who Castro was, 
to which the reply was again in the negative 
— this despite the recent Gorbachev visit to 
Castro, which was highly publicised by the 
media. 

In other instances, I have spoken to Labour 
and Tory supporters and asked them what the 
ideologies of their respective parties were. In 
reply, they have stood looking at me with 
bemused expressions on their faces. When 
asked as to the real differences between the 
various parties represented at Westminster, 
they have shown the same _ bewildered 
response. 

These people indicate clearly that they vote 
only according to family tradition, or along 
class lines — depending on which class they 
believe they belong to. They also vote in an 
entirely selfish manner, according to which 
party they think will best serve them 
personally — and never mind the good of the 
country as a whole! 

If we are to have a decent society, what we 
must first do is establish among ourselves — 
or among some carefully selected portion of 
ourselves — people capable of making the 
correct decisions, based on true idealism and 
a common purpose. And we must build a 
society in which the individual achieves self- 
fulfilment through service to the whole 
community. 

ot bs 
London W.5 
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THE ELEVENTH HOUR (John Tyndall) £15 hard- 
back; £10 paperback. Mostly written by the BNP leader 
in prison, this is the book all nationalists have been 
waiting for. The most comprehensive presentation yet to 
appear of the case for British Nationalism. 1988, 609pp. 
THE NEW UNHAPPY LORDS (A.K. Chesterton) 
£3.00. An exposure of the financial power that seeks to 
dragoon makind into a global police state. 1972, 255pp. 
THE ZIONIST FACTOR* (Ivor Benson) £6.50. A 
study of the Jewish presence in 20th century history. 
1986. 216pp. 
THE BIOLOGY OF THE RACE PROBLEM (Prof. 
W.C. George) £1.00. The race equality hoax destroyed 
by an academic expert. 7Opp. 
DID SIX MILLION REALLY DIE? (Richard 
Harwood) 50p. The fact-filled pamphlet that refutes the 
holocaust legends and has evoked Zionist frenzy. 28pp. 
THE HOAX OF THE TWENTIETH CENTURY 
(Prof. A.R. Butz) £2.40. A scientist applies clinical 
methods to an investigation of the ‘holocaust’ and 
completely dissects the myth. 2nd edition 1977, 315pp. 
THE MONEY BOMB (James Gibb Stewart) £4.25. 
Discusses the failure of our debt-based financial system 
and describes its role in creating inflation. 1983, 1S8pp. 
THE USES OF RELIGION (Prof. Revilo P. Oliver) 
£1.00. Examines the value of religion as a socially 
cohesive force. 1982, 36pp. 
RACE AND POLITICS (H.B. Isherwood) 30p. 
Shows that a sense of racial identity is an essential 
element of nationhood. 1974, 36pp. 
RELIGION AND THE RACIAL CONTROVERSY 
(H.B. Isherwood) 30p. Shows that racial integration is 
not ordained by Christianity but that the reverse is true. 
1970, 16pp. 
THE LEMMING FOLK (James Gibb Stewart) 
£7.95. A witty and factual examination of current 
attitudes and intellectual fashion that are threatening our 
future. 1980, 246pp. 
THE GRAND DESIGN (Douglas Reed) £2.00. A 
se dl gH look at modern world history. 1977, 
Pp. 
THE DISPOSSESSED MAJORITY (Wilmot Robert- 
son) £7.50. This book has attracted worldwide attention, 
dealing as it does with racial problems in America — and 
not just simply the black-white situation. 2nd edition 
1981, 613pp. 
RACE AND REASON (Carlton Putnam) £4.00. A 
plain, unemotional account of the race issue that has been 
an invaluable contribution to the debate ever since it was 
first published. 1961 (rep. 1977), 125pp. 
RACE AND REALITY (Carlton Putnam) £4.00. A 
companion volume and supplement to Race and 
Reason, showing how the truth about the race issue has 
been suppressed by interested parties. 1967 (rep. 1977), 
192pp. 
VENTILATIONS (Wilmot Robertson) £4.50. The 
sequel to the same author’s widely acclaimed The 
Dispossessed Majority. Revised edition 1982, 1 13pp. 
THE GLOBAL MANIPULATORS (Robert Eringer) 
£2.50. While the author repudiates any conspiratorial 
view of world events, he still provides a comprehensive 
exposure of the organisation and influence of the Bilder- 
berg Group and the Trilateral Commission. 1980, 9Spp. 
PEACE STUDIES IN OUR SCHOOLS: 
PROPAGANDA FOR DEFENCELESSNESS (John 
Marks) £2.95. An important book on a major current 
educational scandal: the indoctrination of schoolchildren 
by pacifist and unilateralist ‘educationalists’. This 
topical and factual study makes it plain that we are not 
.simply confronted with odd teachers here and there 
abusing their positions but with a whole network of 
organisations and institutions, some publicly funded, co- 
ordinating their attack on young people’s minds. 1984, 
63pp. 
THE ZIONIST CONNECTION (Alfred M. Lilien- 
thal) £13.00. The second edition of a sensational 
exposure by a non-Zionist Jew of Zionist power politics. 
1982, 904pp. 
TREASON AT WESTMINSTER (Dr. Kitty Little) 
50p. Text of a memorandum to the Royal Commission on 
Criminal Procedure entitled: /nfiltration of the govern- 
ment by members of subversive or criminal organis- 
ations for the purpose of furthering the interests of 
those organisations. 1979, 24pp. 
A WORLD COUP D’ETAT IS PLANNED (Dr. Kitty 
Little) 50p. Updates the above, giving details of the 
destructive effects of treaties foisted on Britain. 1984, 
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66p. 

THEY DARE TO SPEAK OUT* (Paul Findley) 
£12.95. The author was an Illinois Congressman for 20 
years until he fell foul of the Israeli lobby. This book 
describes the stranglehold of Zionist power over 
American politicians, academics and media. Even those 
familiar with the subject will find this book a revelation. 
1985, 362pp. 

THE ZIONIST TERROR NETWORK. £2.00. A 12- 
page report on the murderous activities in the United 
States of the Jewish Defence League, compiled by the 
staff of the Institute for Historical Review. 

RACE (J.R. Baker) £7.60. The author, a professional 
zoologist for 50 years, provides an objective and 
scholarly account of what race means and how the 
concept has affected human thinking. A specialist book, 
but one of great importance. 1974, 625pp. 

THE LEUCHTER REPORT* (Fred A. Leuchter) 
£11.50. The evidence on ‘gas chambers’ by an American 
engineer that rocked the Zundel trial. Leuchter, in effect, 
testified that such installations could not have existed in 
German-occupied Europe before or during 1939-45. 
1988, 33pp. 

SPECTRE OF POWER?* (Malcolm Ross) £6.00. The 
campaigning Canadian schoolteacher describes the 
vendetta against him by a powerful minority. 1987, 
165pp. 

VICTIM OF THE HOLOCAUST* (Hans Peter 
Rullman) £3.50. The story of the framing of John 
Demjanjuk. 1987, 78pp. 

THE COLLAPSE OF BRITISH POWER (Correlli 
Barnett) £9.95. A welcome reissue of a vitally important 
book first published in 1972. Shows how liberalism and 
lack of political realism brought about Britain’s 20th 
century decline in the political, industrial and military 
fields. 643pp. 


THE ZUNDEL TRIAL AND FREE SPEECH (Doug 
Christie) £2.25. The defence counsel’s address to the 
jury in the infamous trial in Canada of Ernst Zundel for 
daring to question the holocaust myth. A ringing defence 


‘of free enquiry and free speech. 1985, 32pp. 


F.D.R. — THE OTHER SIDE OF THE COIN 
(Hamilton Fish) £5.00. An exposure of President 
Roosevelt’s war guilt and trickery by a former associate. 
1976, 255pp. 

STATE SECRETS (Count Leon de Poncins) £3.50. 
A study of some little-known state documents that throw 
much light on recent history. 1975, 19 I pp. 
CENSORED HISTORY (Eric Butler) £1.50. An 
examination of some of the facts of recent history 
that have not found their way into textbooks or news- 
papers. 1974, 48pp. 

THE CONTROVERSY OF ZION (Douglas Reed) 
£9.00. A best-seller in nationalist circles ever since its 
publication. A study of Jewish-Gentile relations since 
biblical times, packed with little-known and long- 
suppressed facts. 1979, S8Opp. 

THE NAMELESS WAR (Capt. A.H.M. Ramsay) 
£3.25. An outline of the secret history of the events 
leading up to the Second World War, including inform- 
ation on previous upheavals. The author had the honour 
of being imprisoned without trial for four years during 
World War II, despite his status as a member of parlia- 
ment. Originally published 1952, 128pp. 

THE SIX MILLION RECONSIDERED (W. Grim- 
stad). £2.50. Examines not only the “holocaust” but other 
topics involved in the Jewish Question, including the 
exploitation of the ‘anti-semitic’ smear. 1977, 17Opp. 
RACIAL KINSHIP (H.B. Isherwood) 30p. A further 
well argued presentation of the case for ‘racism’ by the 
author of Race and Politics. 1974, 36pp. 
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CONSPIRACY OR DEGENERACY? (Prof. Revilo 
P. Oliver) £4.00. Text of a lecture by the author, a 
brilliant classical scholar, to New England rally for God, 
Family and Country in 1966. 76pp. 

AMERICA’S DECLINE: THE EDUCATION OF A 
CONSERVATIVE (Prof. Revilo P. Oliver) £3.50. A 
collection of articles and reviews on various aspects of 
the collapse of moder civilisation. 1981, 375pp. 


RED PATTERN OF WORLD CONQUEST* (Eric 
Butler) £3.75. A distinguished Australian patriot shows 
that the advance of communism has been assisted by the 
weakness and treachery of western leaders. New ed. 
1985, 115pp. 

BEHIND THE SCENE* (Douglas Reed) £3.50. A 
reprint of the second part of the author’s Far and Wide. 
_published in 1953. The new themes are titled “Zionism 
Paramount’ and ‘Communism Penetrant’. 93pp. 
THOUGHT CRIMES: THE KEEGSTRA CASE* 
(Doug Christie) £2.40. The text of Doug Christie's 
courtroom defence of the persecuted Canadian school- 
teacher Jim Keegstra. 1986, 34pp. 


POPULISM AND ELITISM (Prof. Revilo P. Oliver) 
£4.00. A study of the purpose and function of political 
power and the elements which wield it in the present 
century. 1982, 10Ipp. 

THE ENEMY OF EUROPE (Francis Parker Yockey 
& Prof. Revilo P. Oliver) £6.00. Thought-provoking 
essay on the powers set on destroying the European 
peoples, written by Yockey and accompanied by a 
review of Yockey’s work by Prof. Oliver. 1981, 240pp. 
1.Q. AND RACIAL DIFFERENCES (Prof. Henry 
Garrett) £1.00. Clear and concise summary of the 
evidence of racial differences in intelligence and their 
significance in education. 1980, 57pp. 

THE UNHOLY ALLIANCE (Patrick Walsh) £2.25. 
A former Canadian undercover police officer exposes the 
dirty tricks employed by Zionists and Communists to 
misdirect and destroy patriotic groups and to suppress 
free enquiry. 1986, 34pp. 

IS THERE INTELLIGENT LIFE ON EARTH? 
(Prof. Revilo P. Oliver) £4.00. An entertaining survey 
of modern fallacies and their charlatan promotors. 1983, 
94pp. 

THE GREAT HOLOCAUST TRIAL (Michael A. 
Hoffmann II) £4.00. Extremely comprehensive and 
well written report on the infamous trial of Ernst Zundel 
in Canada, also covered in The Zundel Trial and Free 
Speech. 1985, 95pp. 

OUT! U.K. IN E.E.C. SPELLS DISASTER (Oliver 
Smedley) £5.00. The political and economic consequen- 
ces of Britain’s membership of the Common Market. 
1986, 79pp. 


BOUND TO FAIL (Sundry authors) £2.00. A series ot 
articles by various experts covering every aspect of 
Britain’s disastrous membership of the EEC. 1987, 
62pp. 

TRUTH OUT OF AFRICA (Ivor Benson) £3.25. 
Developments in Africa, particularly ‘Zimbabwe’, since 
1960, set against a background of the forces at work in 
the world as a whole. 2nd ed. 1984, 112pp. 
TRADITIONALISTS’ ANTHOLOGY (Compiled by 
Elizabeth Lady Freeman) £9.00. A fascinating collect- 
ion of quotations from a wide variety of writers, many of 
which are of direct relevance to the nationalist cause. 
1986, 185pp. 

CHURCHILL’S WAR (David Irving) £16.95. The 
highly controversial story of Britain's World War II 
leader during the late pre-war and wartime years. This 
book was shunned by all the ‘establishment’ publishers 
on account of its startling disclosures. Churchill- 
worshippers and believers in the ‘orthodox’ version of 
modern history will not like this book, as it describes its 
central character as the man who ruined Britain and the 
British Empire in his insane vendetta against Hitler. 
1987, S91 pp. 

GAY LESSONS (Rachel Tingle) £2.50. A topical 
exposure of the manner in which homosexuality is 
encouraged among young people by official bodies at 
public expense. 1986, 48pp. 

THE MURDER OF BRITISH INDUSTRY (John 
Boyd) 75p. An exposure of the catastrophic economic 
and industrial effects of Britain’s membership of the 
EEC. 1987, l6pp. 

THIS AGE OF CONFLICT (Ivor Benson) £2.00. An 
exposure of the illegitimate power-structures that exist in 
today’s world. 1987, 6Ipp. 


THE ELITE (Barbara Cole) £8.75. The exciting story 
of the Rhodesian Special Air Service and its campaign 
against terrorism. 1984, 449pp. 

THE BARNES TRILOGY (Harry Elmer Barnes) 
£2.75. A combined volume containing this famous 


American revisionist’s pamphlets: Court Historians 
versus Revisionism; Blasting the Historical Blackout; 
and Revisionism and Brainwashing. These first 
appeared in 1952, 1963 and 1963 respectively, and this 
combined edition is dated 1979, with 133pp. 


IS THE DIARY OF ANNE FRANK GENUINE? 
(Robert Faurisson) £2.75. Reprinted from The Journal 
of Historical Review, this is a critical commentary on an 
emotive historical document. 1982, 62pp. 


PUBLICITY MATERIAL 


FROM B.N.P. HEADQUARTERS 
(Orders with cash to: PO Box 117, 
Welling, Kent DA16 3DW) 


BNP Statement of Policy 


A resume of the main political objectives of the British 
National Party. 24p post-free. 


BNP Election Manifesto 1983 


Booklet outlining the policies on which the British 
National Party fought the 1983 general election. Entitled 
Vote for Britain (23pp). 44p post-free. 


BNP Badges 


British National Party badges with logo in red, white 
and blue. Price: £1.25 post-free. 


BNP key rings 
Key rings with attachment bearing BNP logo in red. 
white and blue. £17.75 post-free. 


BNP cloth logo 


BNP logo in cloth, also in red, white and blue. Suitable 
for sowing onto anoraks, etc. £1.50 post-free. 


BNP leaflets (two-sided) 

How to spot a red teacher. Updated reprint of an old 
nationalist leaflet aimed especially at school students and 
giving advice on how to combat left-wing brainwashing 
in the classroom. 

The great Tory con-trick. Leaflet exposing the way the 
Tories are currently trying to woo the people with 


patriotic and ‘right-wing’ slogans, while their underlying 


policies are leading to the destruction of Britain. 

Unite with your friends or perish! Leaflet appealing to 
loyalist Ulster people to join forces with their supporters 
on the mainland. Lists BNP policies for Northern 
Ireland. 


These leaflets cost £6.00 per 1,000 with postage 
charges of £2.60 for 1,000 and £3.00 for 2,000. 


BNP leaflets (one-sided) 


Have you been thrown on the scrapheap by foreign 
imports? This leaflet deals with unemployment and 
explains in simple terms how vast numbers of British jobs 
are being destroyed by the international free-trade 
policies of successive governments. A brief and concise 
argument for economic nationalism. 

Violent crime in Britain: the horrifying truth. Deals 
with muggings, rapes and other violent attacks on 
detenceless people, giving examples of specific cases. 
Calls for much tougher treatment of violent criminals. 
Hang child murderers! Very powerful leaflet calling 
for the death penalty for the killers of little children. 

If we were black... Reprint, updated, of a previous BNP 
leaflet, drawing attention to special favours and 
privileges granted to ethnic minority groups by national 
and local government, and calling on Whites — 
particularly the young — to fight for their rights. 
Immigration: the time to say STOP! Leaflet drawing 
attention to the still large numbers of immigrants coming 
into Britain and calling for repatriation. 

Multi-racial Britain: the experiment that failed. Help 
us end it! Collage of riot photos. 

Derelict Britain. Leaflet with photo exhibiting rotting 
urban landscape, calling upon people to help fight against 
the politicians who have brought this about. Mentions 
unemployment, bad housing, immigration, crime, etc. 
Stand by Ulster! Leaflet supporting loyalists in Northern 
Ireland and listing BNP policies for the province. 


These leaflets cost £4.50 per. 1,000 with postage 
charges of £2.60 for 1,000 and £3.00 for 2,000. 


BNP posters 


Multi-racial Britain: the experiment that failed. Help 
us end it! Collage of riot photos. 

Oppose the disarmers! Build up our forces! Make 
Britain strong! Photo of Royal Marine in action with 
machine gun. 

She freezes in winter while Third World gets £1,000 
million a year. Put British people before aliens! Photo 


ot old lady by unlit fire. 

Support Ulster: smash terrorism. Hang IRA murder- 
ers! Drawing of man holding hangman’s rope with wife 
and youngster and flag in background. 

Protect British jobs: ban imports! Special unemploy- 
ment poster with photo of Japanese cars coming off boat. 
Protect our women and old folk: stamp out muggers! 
Drawing of mugging gang. 

What’s happened to free speech? Update of poster 
first produced in 1986 showing how the state is trying to 
silence those who oppose the alien invasion of Britain. 
Drawing of white man with gag. 

Support White South Africa. This slogan in large white 
letters on blue background. 

These posters measure 12.6in x 17.7in. Each contains 
the BNP name and address and logo in red, white and 
blue. Prices: 1-9 at 12p each; 10-19 at 10p each; 20-49 
at 8p each; 50 or over at 6p each. Postage should be 
estimated on the basis of one poster weighing 10g. 


BNP stickers 
With slogans:- 


Fight subversion: smash communism! 

Put British people before aliens! (same as poster) 

Start repatriation! 

Make Britain strong! (same as poster) 

Ban imports! (same as poster) 

Stamp out muggers! (same as poster) 

Hang IRA murderers! (same as poster) 

Protect our young from child murderers: bring back 
the rope! 

Scrap the Anglo-Irish Agreement: Keep Ulster 
British! 


‘Love the White Race: protect its future! 


Abortion is child murder: make it illegal! 
Protect us from AIDS: outlaw homosexuality! 


Stickers measure 3.Sin x 2.5in and are available in 
gummed-backed or self-adhesive form, each 
containing BNP name and address and logo in red, 
white and blue. Gummed-back stickers cost £4.00 per 
1,000 or 40p per 100, self-adhesive £1.50 per 100. 
Postage costs 26p per 100. 


BNP recordings 


Rally ’87. 22-hour video-recording of BNP London 
rally, October 31st 1987. Hear and see speeches by 
Ronald Rickcord, lan Sloan, Gus McLeod, Dr. Peter 
Peel, Richard Edmonds, Stanley Clayton-Garnett, David 
Bruce and John Tyndall. 

Price: £15 plus 64p p&p. 


Rally ‘82. Sound recording of BNP rally in London, 
October 16th 1982. the theme of which was “Unite and 
fight for Britain’s future!” 

Side |: Includes speech by Charles Parker. 

Side 2: Speech by John Tyndall. 

Tyndall Speaks I: Two studio talks:- 

Side 1: Talk on ‘Our Anglo-Saxon heritage’ (about the 
worldwide dispersion of the peoples of British stock). 
Side 2: Talk on Britain's economic crisis’ (recorded in 
1981). 

Tyndall Speaks II: Two studio talks:- 

Side |: Talk on ‘The case for nationalism’ (the inter- 
nationalist argument demolished). 

Side 2: Talk on ‘Tragedy of the 20th century’ (analysis of 
World War II). 

Tyndall Speaks III: Two studio talks:- 

Side |: Talk on ‘Why we must repatriate’. 

Side 2: Talk on ‘Foundations of the national community’ 
(discourse on racial nationalism and its concepts of 


BNP rosettes. 
Apply to Tower 
Hamlets Branch, 
PO Box 300, 


London E2 7BZ. 
£1 each plus 25p 


p&p. No p&p 
charge for orders 
of 10 or over. 


government and citizenship). 

Tyndall Speaks IV: Two studio talks:- 

Side 1: Talk on ‘The way to full employment’. 

Side 2: Talk on ‘The racial time-bomb’ (A thorough 
demolition of the multi-racialist point of view and a 
warning of the dire consequences facing Britain if the 
multi-racial experiment is not ended). 


Cassette recordings available at £3.50 plus 26p p&p. 


FROM NORWICH BRANCH B.N.P. 
(Orders with cash to 9 Johnson Place, 
Norwich NR2 2SA) 


BNP self-adhesive stickers, beer mats, 


ball pens, coffee mugs, etc. 
BNP stickers with slogans:- 


(1) Hang convicted terrorist murderers; (2) Boycott 
the boycott: buy South African; (3) Put Britons first: 
end positive discrimination for aliens; (4) Stop the 
riots — peace through repatriation; (5) Smash the 
IRA — Keep Ulster British; (6) Join us now! Make 
Britain a riot-free zone; (7) Our country — love it or 
lose it! (8) Every vote counts — Vote British National 
Party. Stickers are all self-adhesive. with party logo. 
name and address. 

Prices (incl. postage): £3.50 for 250; £6.50 for 500; 
£12.50 for 1,000. 


Three-colour round stickers with BNP logo in red. white 
and blue (self-adhesive). 

Prices (incl. postage): 1.25in diameter £4.25 for 500; 
2.5in diameter £6.25 for 500. 


Spearhead stickers: 2in-square stickers advertising 
the magazine. 

Prices (incl. postage): £1.19 per 100 or £5 for roll of 
S00. 


BNP beer mats with large red, white and blue party logo 
and party name and address in blue on white background. 
Ideal recruitment aid for leaving in pubs or for nationalist 
socials. 

Samples for £1 or packs at: £5/£10/£20 (incl. postage) 


BNP branch fund cards. Sample card for 26p in stamps. 
10 cards for £1.50 (incl. post) 


BNP notepads with party logo printed in red, white and 
blue on each sheet. / notepad: £1 plus 26p post; 4 
notepads: £4 plus 90p post. 


BNP ball pens (mixed). All stamped with party name: 25 
for £5. 

BNP pencils (mixed). All stamped with party name. 30 
for £5. : 


White china coffee mugs with famous red, white and blue 
BNP logo on front and back. The mugs have a half-pint 
capacity, and fully washable and British-made. 

1-5 mugs at £2.25 each; 6-15 mugs at £2.00 each; 16- 
plus mugs at £1.75 each. Price does not include 
postage — please return postage cost on receipt of your 
parcel. 


Candour 
British views letter, founded by A.K. Chesterton to 
defend national sovereignty against the menace of inter- 
national finance. Subscription: £6.00 per vear. 
Obtainable trom: Forest House, Liss Forest, Hants. 
GU33 7DD. 


Behind the News 

Highly informative newsletter, edited by Ivor Benson. 
Enquiries from UK, Europe or Australasia to: PO Box 
29, Sudbury. Suffolk CO10 6EF. From North America 
to: PO Box 130, Flesherton, Ontario NOC 1E0. Canada. 
From South Africa to: PO Box 1564, Krugersdorp 1740. 
Behind the News is a must for your reading table. 


The Truth at Last 

Hard-hitting paper for American and other white race 
patriots. Sample copy for £1. Write to: PO Box 1211. 
Marietta. Georgia 30061, U.S.A. 
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NEW BUILDING FUND: 
£3,308.60 NEEDED! 


Last month’s total in contributions to the New 
Building Fund came to £138.50 — a poor month after the 
excellent effort the month before. 

Let us hope that we can do much better next month! 


The Fund has been launched to raise money to equip 
and fortify the new premises recently opened up by the 


£5,000 
£4,000 


£3,000 


British National Party in Welling, Kent. 


The Fund has a target of £5,000, and so there is still a 


£2,000 


good way to go if we are to raise this total. Please mark 


all donations ‘New Building Fund’ and post them to: PO 
Box 117, Welling, Kent DA16 3DW. 


£1,000 


ENJOYABLE SUMMER CAMP 


NATIONALISTS from Britain and overseas 
enjoyed a very pleasant and stimulating summer 
camp at a location in the Midlands on the weekend 
of May 13th-14th. 

Certain elements hostile to the camp did their 
best to spoil it — notably Jewish MP Greville 
Janner, who demanded in the House of Commons 
that foreign guests coming to the camp should be 


forbidden by the Home Secretary to enter the UK. 
Notwithstanding Mr. Janners efforts, the camp 
went ahead and with the foreign guests present. 
The event atrracted quite big media publicity in 
the Midlands. The event was organised primarily 
by East Midlands BNP, and particular thanks are 
due to East Midlands Organiser John Peacock, 
who put in a great deal of work promoting it. 


Football knockout 
in August 


We have been asked to inform all readers 
that the British National Party will be 
organising a five-a-side football knockout 
competition, to take place at a sports field in 
the London area on Saturday, the 19th 
August. 

Last year, only teams from London and the 
Home Counties took part in this competition. 
This year it is hoped that branches from all 
over the country will send fives to compete. 
Those who are coming will only have 
travelling expenses to worry about — all 
accommodation at the London end will be 
taken care of. 

Those branches wishing to send teams 
should contact Epping Forest BNP as soon as 
possible — at PO Box 12, Loughton, Essex 
IG10 3BU. 

We at Spearhead hope very much that 
branches everywhere will take up this 
challenge. Scots, Northerners and sometimes 
Midlanders are often claiming that they can 
produce better football teams than those in the 
South. Now is the chance to prove it. Let’s 
see everyone there on August 19th! 


Panic reaction to northern rally plans 


THE ANNOUNCEMENT by the British 
National Party of plans to hold two public 
rallies in the North of England this month 
has provoked outbursts of panic and hysteria 
in the two areas in question. 

The party is due to hold a rally in 
Darlington on June 10th and another in 
Dewsbury on June 24th. Tory-controlled 
Darlington Council, in response to an 
application by the BNP, has granted the party 
the use of the Dolphin Centre, part of a leisure 


British Nationalist 


British Nationalist is a tabloid published in 
support of the British National Party, normally 
on a monthly basis. Sample copies will be 
sent on receipt of 39p (covering p&p). 
Subscription for 12 issues is £5.00 (British 
Isles) or £6.60 (overseas surface mail). Bulk 
rates are as follows:- 


10 copies £2.50 
25 copies £5.50 + £2.10 post 
50 copies £10.00 + £2.60 post 
100 copies £17.50 + £3.00 post 
150 copies £25.00 + £3:45 post 
200 copies £30.00 + £3.85 post 
300 copies £42.00 + £5.00 post 
400 copies £55.00 + £5.00 post 
500 copies £65.00 ) Bulk rates 
1,000 copies £125.00 ) by Roadline. 


+ 65p post 


Cheques/postal orders to British Nationalisi, 
PO Box 117, Welling, Kent DA16 3DW. 
Please keep orders and enquiries concerning 
British Nationalist totally separate from other 
correspondence in order to avoid confusion 
and delay. 
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complex in the centre of the town. Following 
the news of this booking, however, the local 
Labour Party and TUC have staged a loud 
protest and threatened mass mayhem if the 
booking is allowed to go ahead. At the time of 
our going to press, it is not yet known whether 
the Council will resist these pressures or bend 
to them. However, plans are afoot for the 
rally to be transferred to an alternative 
location should the Dolphin Centre not be 
available. 

In Dewsbury, an application for the use of a 
local authority-owned premises for a meeting 
was, predictably, refused. Kirklees Council, 
the body involved, is Labour-controlled and 
completely dominated by the vociferous local 
Asian lobby and its multi-racialist supporters. 
Despite the fact that, a few months ago, a 
rally of Asians was allowed in the town, no 
such right is being granted to the BNP — who 
are, after all, inferior British Whites who do 
not qualify for such privileges! 

At the time of our going to press, efforts are 
being made to obtain a piece of open-air 
ground in the vicinity of Dewsbury for the 
rally to take place. It is not yet known what 
success these efforts will have. However, the 
BNP is determined to mount some kind of 
activity in Dewsbury on the day in question. 
Local party organisers will be kept up-to-date 
with the situation by means of bulletins. 

Whatever happens eventually in 
Dewsbury, the BNP has won enormous 
publicity as a result of the affair, with regular 
reports in both the Huddersfield Daily 


Examiner and the much larger Yorkshire 
Post. The former paper in fact even went so 
far as to devote an article in its leader column 
approving the action of Kirklees Council in 
banning the BNP. The same paper would of 
course protest that it is a faithful and religious 
upholder of the principles of ‘freedom’ and 
‘democracy’. 

Whatever happens concerning the rally, 
the BNP has won big support in the Dewsbury 
area as a result of this affair, and this has 
included a public endorsement by Mr. Eric 
Haley, leader of the Dewsbury parents who 
made national headlines last year in their 
action to take their children away from Asian- 
dominated schools. According to the 
Yorkshire Post, ‘‘Mr. Eric Haley said he 
supported the aims of the BNP, although he 
would not attend the rally.”’ 

The affair has also provided a strong 
stimulus to recruitment by the BNP’s new 
Dewsbury Group. 

For the publicity that has been obtained, 
the party’s thanks are due in no small part to 
Eddy Morrison, who has worked hard to 
promote the rally and whose regular press 
releases have had a very powerful effect. 

Those wishing to attend the Dewsbury 
event should rendezvous outside the railway 
station at 2 p.m., from where they will be 
redirected to the chosen location. 


You are invited to join a housing co-operative. 
Need help? Want to help? Write to ‘Housing’, 
BM Box 3958, London WC1N 3XX. 


LOUGHTON 


BNP beats Social Democrats 


ROBERT JARVIS, British National Party 
candidate for the St. John’s Division of 
Loughton, caused a shock in elections to 
Essex County Council last month, when he 
obtained 146 votes and beat the SDP 
candidate by two votes. 


Bob Jarvis’s vote amounted in fact to 4.5 
per-cent of the poll — not a huge score but in 
fact the best vote that any nationalist 
candidate has obtained in any election for 
many years. It amounted to slightly more than 
half the vote won by the National Front 
candidate Tina Wingfield in the same area in 
the Epping Forest by-election in January. 
Mrs. Wingfield’s score of 286 votes was 
obtained over a whole constituency, of which 
St. John’s Division of Loughton is a small 
part. The total poll in the by-election was 
about ten times larger than that in St. John’s 
Division. The BNP vote therefore amounts to 
five times the NF one as a proportion of the 
total poll. 4.5 per-cent is a long way from the 
level of some of the votes nationalist 
candidates were winning back in the 1970s, 
but it does represent something of a come- 
back after many years of very barren results in 


the electoral field. It must also be borne in 
mind that the St. John’s result was obtained in 
a quiet, peaceful and prosperous area far from 
the scene of inner city tension. It is a very 
praiseworthy result, and Bob Jarvis and his 
helpers are to be congratulated. 


THE LOUGHTON RALLY 
Robert Jarvis speaks 


The result was the culmination of an 
energetic campaign mounted by Epping 
Forest Branch, at the present time possibly 
the most dynamic of the BNP’s branches. The 
division was fully leafletted twice, and a fine 


DON'T FORGET TO HELP 
JOHN PEACOCK! 


Following our report last month of the fire- 
bombing of the Leicester home of BNP East 
Midlands Organiser John Peacock, and of the 
resulting damage costing £1,500, some 
donations have been received by Mr. Peacock 
in the way of help. Much more, however, needs 
to be raised. Please send money to John 
Peacock at PO Box 148, Leicester LE3 2YD. 


ke Box 117, Welling. ee 
ipts are not normally | sent for — 
genet bcomes in is _ 


rally was held in support of the candidate, 
with John Tyndall, David Bruce and Richard 
Edmonds speaking. Over 100 were present — 
a really excellent turn-out for a weekday 
evening when it was possible only for people 
from London, East Anglia and the South East 
to attend. 


Contact your 
local party unit 


THE BRITISH NATIONAL PARTY is 
organised into active units extending over most 
of the areas of the United Kingdom. Below we 
give a list of the main units:- 

NORTH WEST LONDON 

BM Box 3958, London WCIN 3XX 


EAST LONDON 
PO Box 300. Emma Street, Hackney. 
London E2 7BZ 


SOUTH LONDON 
PO Box 117. Welling, Kent DA1I6 3DW 


WEST KENT 
PO Box 48, Tonbridge TN11 9JF 


EAST KENT 
73 Shirkoak Park, Woodchurch, Ashford 


EPPING FOREST 
PO Box 12, Loughton, Essex IG10 3BU 


SUFFOLK 
2 Albert Road. Framlingham 


NORFOLK 
9 Johnson Place, Norwich NR2 2SA 


SOUTH WALES 
PO Box 214. Cardiff CF3 9YB 


BIRMINGHAM 
PO Box 771. Great Barr. 
Birmingham B44 9LZ 


LEICESTER 
PO Box 148. Leicester LE3 2YD 
LIVERPOOL 
PO Box 116. Liverpool L69 1SH 


MANCHESTER & SALFORD 
PO Box 16, Salford M6 SEP 


LEEDS & BRADFORD 
PO Box BR10. Bramley. Leeds 13 
HUDDERSFIELD 
PO Box A43. Huddersfield HDI 4NN 
WAKEFIELD 
PO Box 101. Wakefield WF2 9XY 
DONCASTER 
PO Box 73, Doncaster DN4 6BS 
SHEFFIELD 
PO Box 44, Sheffield S1 1ES 
DARLINGTON 
PO Box 61, Darlington, Co. Durham DL3 9RD 
TYNE & WEAR 
PO Box 8, South Shields NE33 1LP 
SCOTLAND 
PO Box 85, Glasgow G3 8UL 

The BNP also has units in Gloucestershire, 
Hertfordshire, Bedford, Cambridge. Brierley 
Hill (West Midlands), Burton-on-Trent, Notting- 
ham, North Nottinghamshire, Bolton & Bury. 
Warrington, Blackburn, Blackpool, Hull, 
Halifax, Dewsbury, Sunderland and Inverness. If 
you want to make contact with any of these 
units, or start a new unit, please write to BNP 


Head Office at PO Box 117, Welling, Kent 
DA16 3DW. 
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WE ARE A MOVEMENT, 
NOT A PARTY 


EDDY MORRISON reaffirms the nature of the BNP 


THE BRITISH NATIONAL PARTY, not- 
withstanding its name, is not and never 
should be a political party in the accepted 
sense of that term. ‘Party’ implies a 
political grouping that accepts the 
prevailing political system, with its 
division of the body politic into warring 
political factions. Our party must 
transcend this system in its quest for a 
higher level of organisation of our political 
life. 

True, we are forced to be involved in the 
political party process — hence the need to 
employ a name that is recognisable to the 
public which sees politics in terms of that 
process. But this involvement should be seen 
only as an exercise in tactics, dictated by 
present practical necessities — nothing more. 

As a movement, the BNP has to reflect a 
new type of politics: a type embracing every 
sphere of the nation’s life and aiming to 
transform the. nation utterly, not only in 
terms of its political aims but also of its 
cultural and spiritual values. 

First and foremost, we must recognise that 
we are at war with the system. No matter who 
wields the reins of power at the moment — 
whether they be the plastic ‘patriots’ of the 
Tory Party or the near-communist mob that 
makes up the Labour Party — they are all just 
varying faces of the same establishment 
which we, by virtue of our role as white 
nationalists, are doomed always to be outside 
and at war with. 

As a movement, we have to adopt a very 
different approach to the achievement of 
power than the purely electoral one. True, we 
must use this electoral path as and when the 
situation arises in which it is expedient — but 
it must not be our overriding stratgegic goal, 
for that is the ‘party’ way forward. As a 
movement, we should have a strategy aiming 


Send 30p for information pack to:- 


P.O. BOX 117 
WELLING 

KENT DA16 3DW 
(Telephone enquiries to 01 316 4721) | 
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at the building up of a nationalist society, 
governed by our values, in effect a micro- 
cosmic nationalist state, developing within 
the crumbling liberal-democratic state that 
enfolds it. 

The broad-front movement strategy of 
achieving power and effecting the national 
revolution (and nothing short of a national 
revolution must be our aim) is a strategy of 
co-ordination and infiltration. 

As a movement develops its state within 
the state, so at the same time must it spread its 
tentacles into every corner of the decaying 
society it aims to replace: the trade unions, the 
colleges and universities, the factories, 
ratepayers’ associations, the forces, the 
police and above all the streets! 


When the time of the national revolution is 
ripe, a surprised system will find that a huge 
and highly organised national movement has 
already so permeated the body politic that all 
we shall have to do is squeeze a little tighter 
and we can throttle this sick society, already 
in its death throes. 

So, our first task is to build an elite hard 
core of activists which will make the 
movement ready for the second phase of its 
development: 
organisational structure which eventually will 
encompass the whole of the white masses. 

Let us never forget that we are not 
concerned with mere party _ political 
manoeuvring; we as a movement are at war 
with the system! 


Deroceny | is iccrebic of continuity in ‘etter. | _ 
Divided into parties that govern one, two or three years, iti is ces of concei 
and accomplishing a long-range plan. One party nullifies the plans and the efforts o 
another. What was conceived and built by one today is demolished next by another. _ 
In a country in need of construction, whose historical moment is that very construct- _ _ 
ion, this drawback of democracy constitutes a threat. It is as ifon a farm the owners _ 
_ would change yearly, each coming with different plans, doing away with what the 
predecessors did, their work only to be done away with by the next owner coming 


tomorrow. 


Democracy makes it impossible for the politician to do his duty to his nation. 
A politician of the greatest goodwill becomes, in a democracy, the slave a his 
supporters; he either satisfies their personal appetites or they destroy his: backing. 
The politician lives under the tyranny and permanent threat of the electoralagent. =e 
He is placed in the position of choosing either the renunciation of his lifetime’ Ss labour : 


or the satisfaction of his supporters. And then the politician satisfies their a 


etites: not : 


out of his pocket, but out of the country’s pocket. He creates jobs, positions, missions, 
- commissions, sinecures, all of them loading down the ae ea which ches 
more and more bowed backs of the people. : 


Democracy is incapable of authority. 


____ Itlacks the power of sanction. A party, for fear oflosingit iss. porters, doe 
- sanctions _ those who live through scandalous business deals... _ 
. Comeliu delea —« eae My Y LEGIO AR 
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